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MITTERRAND, KOHL ASSESS RESULTS OF EEC SUMMIT 





Mitterrand Sees ‘Compromise’ 
LD041354 Paris Domestic Service in French 0630 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[President Francois Mitterrand comments at the end of EEC Luxembourg Summit; Mitterrand 
remarks recorded; place not given] / 


[Excerpts] In Luxembourg the heads of state and government of the 12 worked hard until 
the middle of the night. They were not wasting their time, as the European summit 
finally ended with an agreement on the reform of European institutions. 


This result is definitely still a modest one because of certain reservations, notably 
those made by Denmark. Other states, like France, believe that more should be done. 
In the final analysis, as Francois Mitterrand told journalists, including Quentin 
Dickenson, at the end of the summit, it is a compromise for progress. 


[Mitterrand] The objective was to give Europe a more solid foundation, to develop its 
powers and to improve its procedures -- quite simply to enable the Europe of the 12 to 
become a political, economic, cultural, and so on, entity, so that it can assume its 
designated rank in the world. I therefore recommended a so-called compromise for 
progress -- hence that expression, characterizing what has resulted from our proceedings. 
In relation to what was on the agenda, one can see that the Luxembourg summit has indeed 
achieved a large part of what was asked for in Milan. Nevertheless, some countries, 
including France, will continue to wish for more and will, therefore, demand more. 


Kohl Cites Agreements on Reforms 
DWO41242 Hamburg ARD Television Network in German 1200 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Report on the press conference held by Chancellor Helmut Kohl in Luxembourg on 3 Decem- 
ber by Jochen Schneizer] 


[Excerpt] It was 15 minutes after midnight when Helmut Kohl faced journalists at the 
end of the meeting. Was it perhaps a new spirit of Luxembourg giving impetus to 
Europe? 


[Begin Kohl recording] Well, ladies and gentlemen, I think now that midnight is past 
and the new day has begun, and in view of the fact that we met, deliberated, and worked 
for 30 hours, we should not keep you for long. After very difficult consultations, the 
European Council has reached agreement on an overall package of reform measures. On 

16 and 17 December the foreign ministers will review the texts in detail once again an‘ 
will, ultimately, adopt them. We have made the political decisions on these texts. 
Soon thereafter the date of the signing will be established. [end recording] 


But the chancellor made it clear that such mammoth conferences are intolerable for the 
protagonists as well: 


[Begin recording] These 30 hours were unusually laborious and difficult, and what 
emerged is a compromise, of course. There were several phases during which we faced the 
possible collapse of the conference. 
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It is completely out of the question that 12 heads of state and government can handle 
such a workload if they propose to work seriously. As far as I am concerned, we cannot 
think-of doing this again -- I mean workwise. I must state that in no uncertain terms. 

I am not talking here about the ccntents of our work, but rather about the mode of work. 
I do not deem it propitious to work and confer for 30 hours. By necessity, that length 
of time affects the working capability or concentration of the individual participants — 
in some cases there is more of an effect while in others there is less. [end recording] 


Nevertheless, as far as the chancellor is concerned, Europe has moved a step ahead: 


{[Begia recording] We have significantly opened the door to European development. I say 
that it was difficult, yet despite all the burdens of the many hours of deliberation and 
despite some irritation and displeasure, but also in view of many positive and friendly 
experiences I am returning from these days in Luxembourg back to my job in Bonn with the 
conviction that we have made essential headway and that this road, hilly and rocky as it 
may be, definitely will lead to success. [end recording] 
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WEINBERGER, WOERNER DISCUSS SDI AT NATO SEMINAR 








Weinberger on Allies Participation 


LD051042 Hamburg DPA in German 0945 GMT 5 Dec 85 


[Text] Bonn, 5 Dec (DPA) -- Parallel to research into a space-based missile defense 
system (SDI), nuclear deterrence must be considerably strengthened, U.S. Defense 
Secretary Caspar Weinberger demanded in Bonn today, The U.S. official, who participat 
in the annual NATO defense ministers’ winter conference in Brussels, stressed America's 
interest in the allies participating in SDI "in any form", 


Speaking at a NATO seminar of the Konrad Adenauer Foundation, which is close to the CDU, 
Weinberger said President Ronald Reagan expressly requested him to "encourage" the 
European allies to participate in SDI research. Weinberger justified American research 
because of the"alarming lead" by the Soviets in this field. 


Woerner Comments 
LDO51229 Hamburg DPA in German 1100 GMT 5 Dec 85 


[Text] Ronn, 5 Dec (DPA) -- In Bonn today, U.S. Secretary of Defense Caspar Weinberger 
and FRG Minister of Defense Manfred Woerner, spoke in support of the Strategic Defense 
Initiative (SDI). "There can be no doubt of political support for SDI by the Federal 
Gov«=rnment," Woerner said at a NATO seminar held by the Konrad Adenauer Foundation, 
which is close to the CDU,. 


Parallel to SDI research, Weinberger called for considerable strengthening of existing 
nuclear deterrence in view of the "great challenge" posed by "aggressive" Soviet arming. 
He announced "large finencial funds" for it. U.S. President Reagan asked him to "en- 
courage" the European allics to participate in SDI “in any form", Weinberger mentioned 
intensive negotiations with three allied governments, 


Weinberger justified the plans for a space-based missile defense system because of the 
alarming lead" by the Soviets, such as in the field of particle beams and earth-based 
laser weapons; more than 10,000 Soviet scientists are working on this alone. Violations 
of the ABM Treaty by the Soviets has been proved by the large radar complex in 
Krasnoyarsk in Siberia and improvements in the missile defense belt surrounding Moscow, 
At a later date, SDI will offer a “real incentive" for the Soviets to accept disarmament 


agreements. 


Woerner, who welcomed Weinberger's "message of optimism", emphasized the validity of 
the flexible response strategy, since there will be no alternative to nuclear 
deterrence for a long time to come. Both ministers praised the superpower talks in 
Geneva but emphasized at the same time that the Soviet Union has not given up its 
aggressive character, Woerner said SDI is "a very rare opportunity to improve our 


security". 


PRESS ON BUNDESTAG DELEGATION VISIT TO USSR 








pWO31052 Cologne Deutschlandfunk Network in German 0605 GMT 3 Dec 85 


[From Press Keview] 


[Text] One of the topics discussed today is the visit of a Bundestag delegation to the 
USSR. 








to 
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BRAUNSCHWEIGER ZEITUNG writes: A parliamentary delegation is helplessly runnin: 
around in the Soviet Union in search of influential discussion partners. The head 

of the group, Jenninger, bravely rejects the existence of discord in talking about 
the obvious disregard by the Soviets. One should have given some thought earlier 

to the purpose and right timing of the visit, which was supposed to be a demonstration 
of goodwill. Significant Kremlin politicians have to deal with more important things 
at the moment. They are having talks again with the other world power. Compared 
with this, the delegation of Bonn parliamentarians is of little interest to the 
Soviets at present, especially because it is Gorbachev's tactic at the moment to give 
the FRG the cold shoulder because he does not Like Bonn's loyalty to the alliance. 

It is not dramatic, but after sober analysis, the Bonn deputies could have saved 
themselves the embarrassment. 


WESTFAELISCHE NACHRICHTEN of Muenster has the following to say: Bundestag President 
Jenninger tried hard yesterday to avoid giving the impression of disappointmenr, 

which was clearly seen this weekend among the deputies. He should have spoken frankly 
or packed his bags if need be, because Moscow would have understood it better. he 
Germans, not the Soviets, have reason to feel irritated, because their treatment has 
simply been impolite. He who knows how meticulous the gentlemen of the Kremlin are 
about protocol matters, must see more behind their spectacular behavior. If the 
treatment of the Jenninger delegation continues, one can conclude that the Soviet 
Union is at the moment not particularly interested in contacts with Bonn, says the 
newspaper. 


FRANKFURTER ALLGEMEINE notes: As the apex of the visit, the Soviets have envisaged 

a talk with Gromyko, who has been deprived of power and who is now the chairman of 

the Supreme Soviet. As a comparison, a Supreme Soviet delegation was received in 
April by the federal chancellor and by the foreign minister What has happened to the 
German parliamentarians from all the Bundestag parties in their somewhat naively 
arranged visit will, we hope, be a lesson to the Foreign Ministry: Do not shower this 
partner with too much attention, because it is not appreciated, stresses the rewspaper. 


ZIMMERMANN CONCERNED ABOUT LEAKS ON TIEDGE CASE 








LD041816 Hamburg DPA in German 1644 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] Bonn, 4 Dec (DPA) -- Federal Interior Minister Friedrich Zimmermann (CSU) has 
indicated that he is "deeply concerned" about reports that the content of secret 
documents on the ex-spy hunter Hans Joachim Tiedge, who defected to the GDR, have 
reached the public through sloppiness. A spokesman in his ministry said in Bonn 
today that Zimmermann will also regard it as disastrous if associated documents on 
the organization and working methods of FRG security organs are being deliberately 
leaked to the public. 


The latest edition of the STERN magazine states that a confidential report by 

the Federal Interior Ministry shows that "Tiedge was able to take more secrets to 

the GDR than previously assumed."" The report states that Tiedge "knows the operative 
connections with several citizens in the GDR working for the Federal Office for the 
Protection of the Constitution, who have no means of escaping from the GDR." There 
is a danger to life and limb in at least one case. 


There is still confusion today in Bonn about the accuracy of press reports alleging 
that members of the committee investigating last summer's spy cases have been sent 
classified information with a "confidential" stamp through normal internal mail in the 
Bundestag. The Bundestag administration rejected these speculations today. 
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The Interior Ministry left open the question of whether there has been negligence in 
handling secret material in the Bundestag. At the same time the ministry spokesman 
gave an assurance that a possible “leak" is being investigated in his ministry. The 
Bonn Public Prosecutor's Office, which would be responsible for investigating any 
breach of trust, said when questioned that noinvestigations have yet started. 


The confidential reports are said to contain al! Tiedge's personal files and informa- 
tion on the intelligence services. Other press reports have moreover stated that 
‘fiedge has betrayed a high-level married couple who were spies. 


CULTURAL ACCORD TALKS WITH GDR CONCLUDE 








LD042339 Hamburg DPA in German 1521 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpt] Bonn, 4 Dec (DPA) -- Federal Minister of Imer-German Relations Heinrich 
Windelen (CDU) has informed the federal cabinet that negotiations with the GDR on 

a cultural agreement have been concluded. At the subsequent press conference in 

Bonn on Wednesday how2ver, government spokesman Friedhelm Ost and the spokesman for 

the Ministry of Inner-German Relations however refused to go into details. It was 

said in Bonn that the content would be announced only after the agreement had been 
signed. Ost said there was a yet no date for the signing of effective date of the 
agreement. The Federal Government first wants to inform the federal states responsible 
for cultural sovereignty. 


SPD BUSINESSMAN SELLS COMPANY OVER PERSHING CONTRACT 











LD042101 Hamburg DPA in German 1135 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] Frankfurt, 4 Dec (DPA) -- Frankfurt businessman Claus Wisser on Tuesday evening 
parted from his Nuremberg company, which had undertaken an order for guarding the 
Pershing depots in Mutlangen, Heilbronn, and Neu-Ulm. SPD member Wisser, speaking in 
Frankfurt on Wednesday, described it as a “company accident" that his Nuremberg 
managing director had concluded the contract with the U.S. Army. The "mistake" by 


his colleagues in Nuremberg had taken place without his knowledge and did not fit 
in with the sphere of business of his services company or his personal views. 


Wisser thus confirmed a report which the Hamburg magazine STERN intends to publish 
in its latest edition on Thursday. According to this, the Claus Wisser 
Dienstleistungsgesellschaft, Nuremberg, had undertaken the order for guarding the 
Pershing-2 depots in Mutlangen (Wuerttemberg), Heilbronn, and Neu-Ulm. According to 
Wiser's information, the order is worth DM5 million per year. In the final phase, 
150 to 200 employees were supposed to guard the depots, and they would also be armed. 
According to STERN, the men will also be allowed to shoot to kill -- but only in "an 
extreme emergency," when "all other means have failed." 


Following the sale of the company, Claus Wisser, whose group of companies previously 
comprised, eccording to his own details, 48 service companies and branches in the 
Federal Republic with a turnover of DM170 million, still considers termination of 

the contract possible. Although the contract was already in force, there could be 

no question of tne order being carried out. It would still be a long time before the 
private teams of guards could man the third, outer ring of defense around the 
Pershing depots, because the Americans made high demands of the staff. 
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The allocation of the contract to a private German company is, in Wisser's view, 
extremely problematic, in view of the attitude of protest from the population in tle 
regions affected. 


In his own words, it was immediately clear to Wiser, the Social Democrat, when he had 
learned of the order for guarding after the conclusion of the contract: "I'll have no 
part in that.” He had tried to cancel the contract with the U.S. Army, but the 
American to whom he had spoken had turned a deaf ear. Therefore, he had sold the 
Nuremberg company to a colleague. The new company had been deprived of the previous 
orders belonging to the “Claus Wiser Dienstleistungsgesellschaft MBH Nuremberg" and 
would initially concern itself exclusively with the Pershing order. 


On the question of why the Americans have hired a private security company for their 
nuclear missiles, STERN quotes an employee of the firm as saying, "They want Germans 

to be behind the fence too." SPD Bundestag member Robert Antretter now intends in a 
written question to demand information from the Federal Government on whether it 
approves of this kind of partnership. STERN quotes the politician as stating, "pre- 
viosly the Americans guarded the site on the inside and the German police on the 
outside. That way one knew where one stood. This is not true with the new third 
force." He wondered whether the private teams of guards were sufficiently well trained 
for their sensitive tasks. 


ARRESTED SPY POLISH SECRET SERVICE OFFICER 





LD051313 Hamburg DPA inGe1 man 1151 GMC 5 Dec 85 


[Text] Bonn, 5 Dec (DPA) — An employee of the Bremen Office for Emigres, Heinz 
Peter Arnold, who was arrested on suspicion of spying inMarch, is an officer of the 
Polish secret service. This information was given by Parliamentary State Federal 
Justice Ministry Secretary Benno Erhard to CDU Deputy Helmut Sauer. 


Arnold's real name is Jerzy Kaczmarek and he was infiltrated into the FRG under the 
name which he used in Bremen. Until his arrest he had access to the tasks and methods 
of his office. It is possible that he also passed on information about individual 
cases. Kaczmarek had been active in various areas of public life in Bremen. But 
special access had been prevented by the security authorities. 








VII. 5 Dec 85 FRANCE K 


FURTHER REPORTAGE ON VISIT BY POLAND'S JARUZELSKI 








Jaruzelski Discusses Mitterrand Meeting 
AU041450 Paris AFP in English 1445 GMT 4 Dec 85 
[By Marie Joannides] 


[Text] Paris, Dec 4 (AFP) — Polish leader General Wojciech Jaruzelski said his 
meeting today with French President Francois Mitterrand paved the way for "a better 
understanding" between the two countries, which could contribute to detente, he told 
AGENCE FRANCE-PRESSE in an exclusive interview here. 


Gen Jaruzelski said his meeting with Mr Mitterrand, his first with a Western head of 
state in four years, was “very fruitful" and could eliminate “some misunderstandings." 


"France and Peland can contribute much to detente and peace” in the wake of the summit 
meeting between U.S. President Ronald Reagan and Soviet leader Mikhail Gorbachev in 
Geneva on November 19 and 20, Gen Jaruzelski said. 


Speaking on board La Loire, a pleasure boat he took to cruise the city-center [on the] 
Seine following the regular tourist boats’ refusal to entertain the Polish leader, 
Gen Jaruzelski said: “An exchange of opinion is necessary, because France and Poland 
are directly concerned with detente in Europe." 


“We appreciated Mr Mitterrand's commitment in this direction," he said, adding that 
the French president's talks here in October with Mr Gorbachev had “prepared the route 
for the Geneva summit." 


The regular “bateau mouche"™ tour boats refused Gen Jaruzelski's request to tour the 
city on the Seine, in protest over Polish policies. The move echoed widespread 
criticism by French labor union and opposition leaders of Mr Mitterrand's meeting 
with the Polish leader at the latter's request. 


Asked about liberalizing political life in his country, Gen Jaruzelski said: "The 
process of democratization in Poland is continuing,” adding “only a strong Poland can 
contribute to detente in Europe." 


Speaking on Warsaw's relations with Paris, he said: "Families close to each other 
may have misunderstandings...they [as received] are episodes and friction in very 
ancient and always friendly Franco-Polish relations. There has never been a war 
between France and Poland." 


"The most important thing is that the meeting was held," he said of talks with 
President Mitterrand, the first top-level exchange between the two countries in 


seven years. 


The general, flanked by his 23-year-old daughter, dropped some of his customary 
military rigidity and listened attentively to the tour guide's explanations as the 
boat slid by the Eiffel tower, Notre Dame cathedral and city hall. Two police patrol 
boats escorted the tour, which began only after a pair of police divers popped out 

of the Seine beside the boat, having apparently inspected its hull. 


] 
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Dumas: Mitterrand Voiced Criticism 
LD041631 Paris Domestic Service in French 1600 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] During the traditional question time this afternoon in the National Assembly, 
the prime minister stated that the talk between President Mitterrand and General 
Jaruzelski was devoted very largely -- from the French side -- to putting across 
France's severe criticism of the Polish regime in the field of freedom and human 
rights. This meeting in no way means approval of the policy followed in Poland, nor 
approval of the attitude of the Polish leader, Laurent Fabius added. As for the 
decision whether or not to receive a foreign head of state, that is matter for the 
president of the Republic and him alone, he added. Shortly, Roland Dumas, the minister 
of external relations, will receive journalists at the Quai d'Orsay to report on the 
visit to France by the Polish leader. 


Fabius, Jaruzelski Assess Visit 
LD041945 Paris Domestic Service in French 1800 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpts] There was only second-rate protocol treatment for Jaruzelski in France: 
Arriving at the Elysee Palace this morning the Polish head of state did not enter by 
the ceremonial steps but by a side door, where he was met not by Francois Mitterrand, 
but by Minister of External Relations Roland Dumas. However, the Mitterrand- 
Jaruzelski talks were longer than expected -- 1 hour and 20 minutes. 


Bombarded by questions from journalists who were waiting at the exit from the presi- 
dential palace, General Jaruzelski simply stated: We had a very useful and very 
frank conversation. Later in the day, before leaving, Jaruzelski held a short impro- 
vised press conference at Orly Airport, and he spoke highly of his visit to France: 


[Begin Jaruzelski recording in Polish followed by French translation] I have a very 
positive assessment of my visit to Paris. I understand that France and Poland, in 
view of their history, among other things, and owing to their present aspirations, 

both expect detente of this kind and are working actively to achieve it. The question 
of Mr Walesa was not raised during this meeting. 1 do not think that this is a problem 
which merits discussion by heads of state. No one has ever held Mr Walesa by force 

in Poland. Poland is a country where millions of people annually go abroad, including 
to France, and I would like to also stress that these people include some who have 
political opinions very different from those of the Polish Government, and as you know, 
they present their opinions freely, very freely both in your country and in our 
country when they return. [end recording] 


That was Gen Jaruzelski being interviewed for France Inter by Ulysse Gosset, and his 
words were translated by an official interpreter. 


In the National Assembly there was a barrage of questions addressed to the government. 
Asked by a Socialist deputy about the appropriateness of Jaruzelski's visit to Paris, 
Prime Minister Laurent Fabius took great care not to shoulder the responsibility for 
it: 


[Begin Fabius recording] The question you ask me is probably the most difficult one I 
have had to answer since I took this post. Why should I hide the fact? Rapid though 
it was the Polish head of state's visit to France disturbed me personally. As is 
usual, in a discussion with the head of state 1 asked the questions that occurred to 
me, and I would like to tell you about the replies I received. 
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The first reply is that the president of the Republic believes that interstate relations 
ought to exist between two countries like Poland and France. [heckling] The second 
observation, ladies and gentlemen, is that this meeting, at the request of the Polish 
head of state, does not signify by any means France's approval of the policy followed 

in that country [heckling] and by no means does it signify approval of the attitude 

of its leaders to the problems of freedoms and human rights. [heckling] On the con- 
trary, the third observation is that the decision whether or not to recieve a foreign 
bead of state is a matter for the president of the Republic and for him alone. fheck! ing | 


Personally, as prime minister, I have nothing to add to these observations by the 
president of the Republic, except for one thing; when he was told about his meeting, 
Mr Lech Walesa said, in essence, this: This meeting will have to be judged by the 
benefits it will have for the Polish people. I fully share this sentiment. [end 
recording] 


Jaruzelski Departs for Tunis 
LDO41731 Paris Domestic Service in French 1700 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpts] He came, he had a lot said about him even if he did not actually say any- 
thing himself, and then he went -- General Jaruzelski, the Polish head of state, left 
by air late this afternoon bound for Tunis. Jaruzelski spoke for | hour and 29 minutes 
with President Mitterrand; this was the first French-Polish summit meeting in 7 years, 
and an opportunity, as the saying goes, to improve understanding *etween the two 
countries and to eliminate certain misunderstandings. 





MITTERRAND DISCUSSES ECONOMIC PLANS IN MARTINIQUE 





LD050133 Paris Domestic Service in French 2030 GMT 4 Dec 85 
[Report by Henri Berriond from Fort-de-France, Martinique] 


[Excerpts] With the talks with the head of the Polish state concluded, the French 
president boarded the presidential Concorde for Fort-de-France, the first stage of a 
3-day visit to the two overseas departments in the Caribbean, The head of state made 
a speech in Fort-de-France, in which he mentioned several economic initiatives. Here 
is Henri Berrioud in Fort-de-France: 


Francois Mitterraad did not fail to speak during this first stage of his visit, here 
in Martinique, about what the department's future, as well as that of Guadeloupe's 
could be like. Specifically, he mentioned an opening towards increased regional 
cooperation. The tool of this manifestation within the Caribbean environment, promising 
new markets, already exists; namely, the regional assemblies elected in 1983 even 
before their existence within France itself. Francois Mitterrand proposes an even 
closer participation of the region's deputies in the international negotiations 
regarding them. The particulars for that are not lacking: First, a cultural identity 
that links the French Antilles to the Caribbean; and a common language, the Creole, 
but also a French basiswhich links Guyana, Martinique, and Guadeloupe and allows for 
cooperation and coordination of actions by these three Trench departments in America, 
The obstacles are commensurate with the ambitions, and the main obstacle is the 
existence of an American plan for the Caribbean that faciiitetes the penetration of 
the U.S. market by products from some 20 regional states with the exception of the 
French departments. From this, one can easily understand that it is a question of 
climbing onto a train that is already moving. 


The partial association of the French departments of the Antilles to the Lome Conven- 
tion III already enables the situation to be remedied, but Francois Mitterrand's visit 
to Fort-de-France has brought this prospect even closer. Francois Mitterrand will 
leave Martinique tomorrow afternoon for Guadeloupe, the last leg of his Caribbean visit. 
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MITTERRAND HOLDS PRESS CONFERENCE 21 NOVEMBER 





LD291905 Paris Domestic Service in French 1400 GMT 21 Now 85 


[Press conference held by President Franccis Mitterrand et the Salle de Fetes in the 
Elvsee Palace -- live] 


[Text] [Mitterrand] Ladies and Gentlemen. I thank you for accepting my invitation. 
We will have all the time required to go dzeper into the questions saich you will put 

to me. Let's say, that it would be good if we finished in an hour and 15 minutes. But, 
I am aware of the pointlessness of such hopes. Well, we will try anyway, and you wiJ] 
help me. 


The Geneva summit has just ended in a good atmosphere, so we were told. I am pleased 
about this. France had been hopiag for this and the mere fact that the dialcgue has 
been resumed is, for those who are aware of the fragility of peace, a sign of hope. 
However, thanks to you, ladies and gentlemen, I would ‘ike to draw the attention of the 
French to the fact that there are realities which will prevail after Geneva and for a 
long time, and that the French -- since I am addressing tliem -- call for their resolu- 
tion in some straightforward fields. [as heard] The first reality is that, whatever 
the results of the Geneva agreement, if any, the discrepancy between the nuclear 
armanents of the two greatest powers and the armaments of others, France's cad Creat 
Britain's in particular -- will remain considerable. This should prompt us to preserve 
in our will to ensure our security through the strategic means we have chosen for our- 
selves which ensures our national independence and wiiich we call our independceut 
deterrence strategy. I know that a matority of the French support this policy but, we 
must not close our eyes to the fact that the events which are taking place today cn the 
international scene must not decrease France's resolve at all. 


The second reality is that the militarization of space, which is cither being prepared 
or being developed here and there -- at least by the two superpowers -- will rot be 
stopped by a miracle. A lot more time will still be needed here, too, in order to reach 
agreements on limiting or stopping it, on limiting the research, without going as far 

as deployment. In the meantime -- because this is a different strategy, a ballistic 
one, this time, well outside the atmosphere -- France itself must prepare for it. 


In the same way, the baton can be taken up [le relais povrraii etre assure] to acquire 

a sufficient potential in this very difficult sphere only if this concept becomes a 
European one. So we have to adapt and prepare for the technologies appropriate to this 
prospect and particularly, I repeat, for space technologies. That is the second sphere 
in which I am sure of France's will, all the more so since it is exhilarating [exaltant). 
Apart from the military problems there are answers to a number of civilain problems in 
learning about the subject and in man's mastery of the subject. 


So there are two spheres then: that of our national independence, wiich is ensured by 
-he independent deterrence strategy or deterrence force, and also France's and Europe's 
ability to master space too. These spheres must be a matter of agreement for the French 
people. An agreement which must be above electioneering, far above it -- because these 
spheres are quite simply in France's interest. And you have understood perfectly well 
the third dimension contained in what I have just explained: That is the European 
dimension. Yes, cefense and national independence, space, and Furope: those are three 
objectives and three realities which concern all of the French people. 
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Ladies and gentlemen, this great moment which the world is living through is for me an 
occasion for another reflection and, thanks to you, I am still addressing the French 
people. One can favor those who govern and one can oppose them. That is the law of 
democracy. 


Of course, I have my preferences and you know what they are. And I find, for example, 
that justice is not being done as much as it should be to the current majority, yes the 
current majority, which is disputed but which is making the economy healthier every day, 
which, through its victorious struggle against inflation is, for the first time in a 
long time giving itself the means to increase the purchasing power of the French people 
and particularly that of the workers; which is modernizing our industrial apparatus; 
which is training men and women in tomorrow's skills -- which are already today's 
skills -- whose cultural, scientific and social policy has had no equivalent since the 
last war. There is no reason to keep quiet about this. I believe that the interest of 
France is to continue this policy and I say so. But of course the French peopie are 
masters of their own decision. That decision has not been secured. When it is it will 
be the duty of everyone to respect it. 


Finally, and then I w:.! have finished this short preamble, although our domestic policy 
may be dominated by the approach of the legislative elections, and this is the case, I 
think that the French people understand very well that there are some fields where they 
should be united, yes where they should be united, where it is no longer a matter of 
siding here or siding there, where it is fitting to defend together a certain number of 
gains, the real gains of the last few years. This must not be forgotten either. 


I would sum up by saying that they should be united to defend the sccial gains, be 
united on points or in fields -- I am thinking of immigration -- where France's tradi- 
tion of hospitality and integration should be maintained toward and against everything. 
These are fields on which general consent will allow France to advance, preserve, 
defend; after which everyone will say, is already saying what he wants to say: Demo- 
cracy will be fully exercised, you are well aware of that, and the French will decide. 


But there you are, I have said too much about this, ladies and gentlemen. I would now 
like to hear your questions, if there are any actually. We are only at the beginning 
and I imagine that subjects of curiosity are not lacking. 


[Ammar] Paul Ammar, Antenna-2. You have said: Make up a block. We perhaps under- 
stood a consensus by that. Is it not utopian to believe, Mr President — which you 
obviously want -- that this will be thwarted by the difficulties of the times? The 

opposition, if it wins [the general election] in 1986 intends to apply its program, 

which is very different from yours. What will you do under those conditions? 


[Mitterrand] First of all, we should not exaggerate, Mr Ammar. First of all, I did 
not say a consensus. I sometimes use Latin from time to time, but normally I use the 
words of Moliere's doctor. So I did not say a consensus. I simply said: Form a 
block; unite on a few questions. To say, especially to the president of the Republic, 
you owe your ideas particularly [words indistinct] the reality of the political debate, 
the reality of France. I said no such obscure thing. And it would be unhealthy. We 
have to hear what the majority has to say, we must understand our mission within these 
big groups -- there are political nuances, and that is a good thing. 


But I shall give you a very precise reply, Mr Ammar. Do I not have the right to hope 
that, beyond partisan struggles, we can avoid returning to, or fighting, during the 
electoral campaign, advances like retirement at age 60? 
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Do you understand? I am for this, and I think I am not the only one: retirement at 

60, now given to farmers, with the bill which has been proposed, progressively over 4 

or 5 years. Retirement for artisans and shopkeepers: That is new, too. Could a 
reasonable increase in the minimum wage be questioned -- the minimum salary, which has 
increased since 1981 by some 71 percent? Can that be questioned, or can one question a 
regular increase in the purchasing power of family allowances? This purchasing power 
has increased by 11 percent since 1981; it was in deficit [as heard] in preceding years. 
Is this not a line to follow? 


I would say the same thing for the minimum old-age allowance, which is now set at 70 
percent of the minimum wage, while before it was only 50 or 55 percent. I could add 
many other things, but I shall stop there. 


Can we come back, Mr Ammar, to the 39-hour week? [words indistinct] Of course, these 
were changes, but they were conditioned on a return to an average negotiated by the 
interested parties, an average which does not increase this working week. Compensation, 
in that case. Or the fifth week of paid leave. I am not exaggerating -- it's not far 
off. 1 have tried to show you a number of measures which were recommended, passed, 
sometimes imposed by the weight of the majority in parliament, by the current majority. 
Generally speaking, the opposition was against them. I hope we are going to bury the 
hatchet over this kind of problem, and I hope that everything has been done on this 
level. I shall stop there. The list is not restrictive, but speaking to you and 
answering your question. I do not want to exaggerate, either, what has happened in 
this common field. I want this to be defended everywhere, and presented to the French 
as being good measures. It was necessary to take them. They were necessary measures; 
well, now we are going to protect them. That is what I wanted to say to you. You can 
see they are all rather modest. [words indistinct] Nahon? 


{[Nahon}] Yes, Mr President, Paul Nahon, Antennea2?. You spoke implicitly in your pre- 
amble about consensus. One is forced to note that there is no consensus on the setting 
up of a fifth television channel, either; far from it. So I would like to ask you why 
the task of setting up this fifth channel has been entrusted to a foreigner even if he 
is a minority shareholder, when the French have the knowhow and candidates were not 
lacking? 


[Mitterrand] You are going a bit fast; but after all you are going ahead at your own 
speed, and you have the right. So you and I have been able to come to a synthesis. It 
has come sooner than I hoped, but I think I would be naive to think that this hour would 
slip by without talking about private television. Well, perhaps it will be a very 
important aspect, but also a bit too partial. Areas of freedom. Not that I spoke 

about consensus, even though you both heard it. I think there are areas which are very 
important, but limited, where all the French would say I was right, and would ask their 
representatives of all political colors to be in agreement with them. 


Decentralization: This is a fact of freedom. When the rights of citizens are increas- 
ed, their freedom is increased. Are we going to come back to that? The so-called 
Auroux laws -- named after the excellent current [secretary of state to the] minister 
of urban affairs, housing and transportation, but who was at the time elsewhere, at the 
Labor [Ministry]. Are we going to come back to these benefits acquired by the workers 
who, in their workplaces, can now be better informed on and better debate their 
interests -- the interests of the business. I do not think [words indistinct] of 
freedoms before coming to television. I am coming to that, yes, [words indistinct] a 


general idea. 
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The abrogation of what was called the anti-vandalism law, which made families who were 
completely innocent responsible for the actions of one or the other of their members -- 
the best protection is to compensate victims of acts of violence. We feel sorry for 
them all the time, and we feel very sorry for them and we are right to do so, that 
doesn't do much for these victims. We did it. 


The 1984 law on plurality and clarity of the press: I'm getting around to it. The 
abolition of all exceptional jurisdiction -- the State Security Court, Armed Forces 
permanent tribunals in peacetime -- these are things on which the friends of freedom, 
from all sides, must be seen to easily agree upon. 


I come now to the field of information and the audiovisual sector, as you wanted. 
Perhaps we could cut up the questions a bit [words indistinct] Certainly. I should 
not like to transform this dialogue into a monologue, into a lecture. That would be a 
bad way of doing things. I would simply like to tell you that in France we must agree 
on preserving the existence of the High [Broadcasting] Authority, as the whole audio- 
visual field which comes within the public service is no longer under the control of 
the executive power, but is under the control of an authority, a high authority which 
is specialized, whose way of seeing is controlled by no one. Before talking about 
private television, and particularly about the agreement you asked me about, I would 
add that I, and the government with me, decided to set free the airwaves. The term is 
perhaps slightly exaggerated, since the airwaves were not captive: to broaden them. 
There were channels; there was one braodcasting network, a public service. We decided 
to broaden it considerably. 


Private television stations: First of all, we wanted to give greater possibilities to 
this public service to express itself without pressure from the executive branch. Then, 
we said to all those who think they are able, who can get the money together: You can 
set up television channels and radio stations. While formerly they were forbidden, 
were prosecuted -- those who took the chance of broadcasting in a secret apartment, 
under a hidden roof -- today there are 1,400 private radio stations. Is this not an 
achievement? We also made it possible for local television stations to be set up. Some 
time ago I was listening to one of the 1 pm ~~ bulletins of one of the television 
stations -- you'll see which one, as I don't think they had the same reports at the 
same time, but I don't know, we'll get to that -- I heard young people who were explain- 
ing, in a very sophisticated way, how they intended to develop the local radio stations. 
That exists now as a freedom and it must be protected. And as I felt that it was 
precisely in the name of freedom of expression and plurality that you were worried 
about the agreement made during the last few hours with a group which is going to launch 
the fifth channel, I shall reply to you on this point. [words indistinct] I shall 
address Mr Nahon, of course, as he took the initiative, but perhaps there are other 
questions to be asked of me. I don't want to talk for too long, and I think we have a 
lot to say. Where shall we begin then; do any of you want to ask questions on this 
same subject? In order to make our conversation a little more orderly, we shall spend 
the first half of this dialogue on internal politics, and the second part of foreign 
policy. 111 come back to you in a while, Mr [name indistinct], on the same subject. 


[Question] We are talking about results, but you have not talked about nationaliza- 
tions. Are you against the principle of privatization, or are you possibly in favor 
of a decrease of state interest from 100 to 51 percent? 


[Mitterrand] I am entirely in favor of the nationalizations which were decided upon in 
1981 and 1982 and which correspond to the undertakings I made before 1981. I think that 
what has today become the property of the nation and which has been very successful must 
be defended. Businesses in danger during the preceding period are now out of the woods; 
some of them are prospering. If you wnat details, I shall give them to you. So this 


must be protected. 
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But at the time of the nationalization law, and even before, plans were made for -- but 
this is the language of technocrats, and I don't much like to use it, and I am reproach- 
ed for this sometimes -- what is called a breathing law. In other words, the possibility 
is given to the big nationalized groups to redistribute what is not strictly the parent 
company. This can be a subsidiary acquired because of events, without it being 
necessary. But privatization of what was decided upon in 1981 and 1982 could run the 
risk of squandering the national patrimony, and of course I cannot accept this. 


But you have changed the subject. Of course, we must count on reciprocal good faith. 
And now, that's enough on nationalization; let's go back to private television, which 
was the subject [words indistinct]. Other questions. 


[Navdy] Michel Navdy, RD-3 [French television] On the subject of television, Mr 
President, everyone agrees that beyond what your duties require, you are recognized as 
a cultured man. From this point of view, are you not concerned by the activities, the 
experience and past of Mr Berlusconi, in particular, with relation to the cinema and 
art, in the place where he has already put his talents into practice, that is, beyond 
the Alps [in Italy]? 


[Mitterrand] Thank you, we are really right in the heart of the matter. Still on the 
same subject? 


[Question] Still on the same subject. Alex (Celibard), VED [weekly newspaper]. Still 
on the subject of private television. Is there any prospect of this fifth channel being 
followed in the coming months, that is, before March 1986, by a cultural channel, and 
the musical channel which had been announced? 


[Mitterrand] Thank you. Who else would like to complete this subject? Yes? 


[Question] Mr President, Michel du (Montlatte), from LA NATION. On the subject of this 
fifth television channel, why did you not widely publicize the criteria which influenced 
your choice, and further, you spoke of denationalization just now, but does it not seem 
to you rather paradoxical and contradictory to speak of denationalization and at the 
same time to grant 40 percent of the shares to a foreigner for the first free private 
French television channel? 


[Question] RMC [Radio Monte Carlo] Sir, on the subject of this fifth channel, certain 
opposition leaders state that nothing is irreversible, so will this fifth channel not 
disappear some weeks after being put into service? 


[Mitterrand] Well, I believe... 
[Question interrupting] Mr President... 


[Mitterrand] Mr Levai [Europe-1 journalist], we will then stop after this one on these 
problems. 


[Levai] Well, it is a question on your calendar. It is all very well to enlarge the 
French people's viewing field to include private television a few months before the 
elections. The question is perhaps a little indiscreet: Why did you not do it in 
1982, 1983, or 1984? We would have gained extra time. 
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[Mitterrand] Well, I will go back to MrAmar, who asked me the generalized question, 
and I will begin straight away with Mr Naudy‘s question, which is directly linked with 
it, because it poses the problem of culture. Then the other questions are 1 little more 
specialized, which is quite usual, and I will answer them one after another. Allow me 
to make a preliminary comment. People take offense -- if I have good ears to listen 
with and good eyes to read with, and they are still both good -- people take offense at 
what many call with a little disdain commercial television; and quite simply, naturally, 
since the decision was taken on the fifth channel. But it was a decision which was 
approved, which had been demanded when it had been called private television. So the 
question I propose, and I do not expect a reply, is: What is the exact difference 
between commercial television and private television? 


Well, we -- and when I say we, that is the government and myself and the parliamentary 
majority -- 10 months ago we in fact provided the only reasonable response to the 
problems posed by the development of audiovisual techniques and technology; we gave 
freedom to television and radio. This is an indisputable fact. It was necessary to 
wait until this very year, after a long period of time during which only monopolies 
were in operation. And what is this problem? I will explain it to you very quickly. 
With the arrival of cable television, cassettes, satellites -- which are already on the 
horizon, approaching -- there will soon be, in the next 5 years, dozens of televised 
programs which will be at the television viewers’ disposal. 


This is the truth. Under these conditions, how would it be possible to maintain a 
monopoly? We are not going to enter peoples’ homes using policing measures, to prevent 
them putting behind or under their television set the small box which will let them 
listen to or watch other things. The development of technology was blowing the mono- 
poly apart. It was better to anticipate rather than to wait for the moment the public 
service [broadcasting] would have collapsed and we would not have prepared anything for 
the future. But bear in mind that I have always said: Let us look after the public 
service, and it will be able to look after itself, because it has quality and experience 
on its side. Let us look after the public service and let the monopoly disappear. I 
repeat that we could not let ourselves be overcome by progress. If we had not planned 
anything, one day a mass of programs devised elsewhere would have crashed over the heads 
of backers, producers, creators, and artists like an avalanche which would have swamped 
them, and it is at that moment, I would ask you to believe, that we would have seen 
nothing other than American or low-quality series, if not from Japan, where they also 
have them. Well, ladies and gentlemen, we chose a French and European solution. And 
when one says the word "chose," the term falsifies the reality a little bit. It is not 
so much that one had to choose. For if we consider that on the purely legal plane, the 
race for the conquest of this fifth channel was launched on 31 July of this year. 


Since 31 July -- you have read the papers, the government has been harassed with the 
question -- well, is it not coming, then? But what are you doing? Are you going back 
on the implementation of your own decision? We must understand one another. It is 
true that there was a proposal which was already the topic of discussion, on the part 
of a very big company specializing in radio and television, the CLT, a company with, 
as you know, a management -- not management, a Luxembourg majority with French capital 
— and a Belgian bank as the leading personality, let us say as chief producer, the 


ringmaster. 


Luxembourg and Belgium are French-speaking; that is true, they are French-speaking. 
As for which is the most European -- the Belgian, the Luxembourgian, or the [Italian -- 


that is hard to say. 
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What we do know, at any rate, is that the Belgian one is already associated with an 
American, and that this American is not a nobody; it is Mr Murdoch, this great power of 
transatlantic radio and television. In fact, American capital has passed through there. 
So the choice was not there to be made, because there was no real project, and the 
discussion which took place with the CLT was prior to the decision on private television. 
We did not have to discuss it. We spoke simply about the satellite, and the sate!lite 
remains open to the CLT. There still remain two free channels. 


At the same time I shall reply to other questions asked of me. I have noted the names 
of these people: I am thinking in particular of Mr (Celibart). There is one channel, 
that means on satellite, which will transmit the present fifth channel. It is because 
there is a European satellite dimension that this fifth channel is in existence. 
Secondly, the cultural and educational channel prepared by Mr Desgraupes. Thirdly, an 
English-language channel with which an agreement has already been made. There remain 
two, and these two channels are widely offered to important and competent groups, which 
so far have not obtained the contracts they desired. If we add the frequency which is 
free today, which is that of another ground channel, as the fifth one at present, 
another ground channel which predominantly musical, which will go 

to whomever makes the most interesting proposal for the nation, and for which there have 
already been candidates; already, for example, there was a proposal of Europe-1. 
Europe-l was not a candidate on the fifth channel. It is a somewhat different revela- 
tion at the last minute, but it was not a candidate on the fifth channel, it was a 
candidate on the musical channel, well, with the greatest of pleasure. But 
there were no proposals at all for this fifth channel apart from the real backdrop 
created by the CLT, and the one we are discussing. 


Well, now, let us specify which one we are talking about. I have just recalled that 
the first decision we took was to create local channels; the law is being discussed. 

A second decision: Canal-Plus -- have you forgotten Canal-Plus -- will no doubt reach 
800,000 subscribers by the end of the year. That is a big success, it is perhaps one 
of the biggest successes in radio and television for a very long time in the world. 
And yet, at the moment when Canal-Plus was decided, this process was a little less 
public than that of today, but we heard the same people say the same things, expressing 
the same reservations before receiving the same approval. I expect more this time. 
Right, the third decision, I said it just now but it is good to understand it. The 
creation of a European educational and cultural program, for which a grant of 300 
francs [as heard] has already been granted. A fourth decision: the concession of two 
private channels, the fifth and the predominantly musical one. Finally, the 
four new satellite channels that we have spoken about. Which is to say that there will 
be in 18 months’ time seven French channels, seven channels. You see the difficulties 
we have had with the fourth, which we now have with the fifth, which is what we expect 
when we get to the sixth. And when we have the seventh, will we have to play the same 
record -- an appropriate expression it must be said. And yet this is how things will 
happen. Who will complain? The television viewers? The television viewers, who even 
before the arrival of cable will have the possibility in 1987 to have seven channels 
in the place of having only had three yesterday or four today? That is what I wanted 


to say to you. 


But you have asked questions, almost all of you; it was your questions on the group 
that have been, let us say, the winner of what has not been a competition, since in 

the last resort he was alone. [as heard] It is the group which would be called the 
Seydoux-Berlusconi; this must be understood, and now we have understood. Perhaps some 
of you would have preferred me to put the other way round the names of the two people; 
but no, I do not have the rights to do that, because it is a company where the majority 
of the capital is French, 60 percent. Thus,it isaFrench company in law, with amajority 
French capital, whose president and managing director is French and whose director 


general will be French. 
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“Why are people worried? And they are right to worry, but I say. in a friendly way to 
those who asked me the question, that they were right to wonder. Believe me, these 
questions have played on my mind. The Italian example, the deplorable Italian example: 
Well, ladies and gentlemen, I will tell you that this Italian example is not because of 
Mr Xor Mr Y. It is an [talian situation, which results simply from Italian law, or 
rather the absence of law. This is what we shall call, without making it a political 
matter, liberalism gone berserk. It also seems, ladies and gentlemen, that I was asking 
for a measure of agreement over the plans I have quoted, that there should be unanimity 
here against liberalism gone berserk. And real liberalism can only be berserk. [as 
heard ]} 


Indeed, what happened, as soon as the airwaves were given over to all those who wanted 
to succeed, to do shows, but also to earn money? Somebody elso had to win. Ina 
liberal society, is the one who wins the worst one, in fact, the one who should not have 
won? I don't know how you would have decided in my place, if you are liberals. It 
could be that these personalities we are talking about, who won in this race, a jungle 
race -- it was the strongest who won, not necessarily the best one. But, on that I 
shall end my dissertation, which is of a doctrinal nature. No law: Let he who wants 

to come, let he who wants to grasp [word indistinct] opinion do so, if he can. Talent; 
money; average ability. 


But French law is not at all Italian law. Ladies and gentlemen, it is in this that I 
should like you to help public opinion to understand this problem better. And I am 
sure that many of you will do so. Please explain that the difference does not lie in 
people. You know, that from the moment that, for such a channel, a statement must be 
put on the table immediately, representing, in fact, 1.5 billion -- 500 million to 

begin with; 500 million for tomorrow morning; 500 million immediately afterward, 

before beginning to have any hope for any profits at all. Two thoughts on this: You 
can't find that just anywhere. Those in this position are not, a priori, the enemies 
of trade. Secondly, it is rare, to begin with, to find socialists with 1.5 billion 
francs; it's rare. Let's puc an end to this bad joke. This is capital which is looking 
for an investment in a commercial and cultural field. That is their business, not mine. 


What does French law say? There is a law which dates from 1982; go back and look at 
it. It will tell you that French production has been protected to develop creativity. 
Conditions were imposed. I have a whole list here; I did not come along empty-handed. 
I'll spare you it all the same, but it's ammunition, just in case. To compare broad- 
casting quotas -- the cinema, because the cinema is being discussed -- on public 
channels, on Canal-Plus, and what is planned for the fifth channel. There will be one 
difference; that is, 60 percent for the European Community, 50 percent French. The 
same obligation in the next 5 years for the fifth channel, and I suppose these obliga- 
tions will be perpetuated on the other channels. Before, the average was 25 percent. 
And if today a new channel wanted to have 50 percent of French films, it would not find 
them. French films which are, on average, 3 years old, have already been bought. Or 
if they are coproductions they belong to the producers, they are not free. It would 
therefore be a channel without any possible French programs. We could have said: 
Here's permission, but we cannot use it. It must have time to set up a system before 
it can reach cruising speed. In some cases it takes 3 years, in others 5 years. In 
any case, the 25 percent is a plus for the cinema market, not a minus. This is in 
addition to Canal-Plus; this is in addition to the three public service channels. 


With regard to broadcasting, which I am talking about at the moment, this must be 30 
percent for 3 years, 50 percent for 5 years. 
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I must repeat this in order to be correctly understood: With regard to production, 
and sales, I am counting on a goal of 500 hours of french programs per year, as of 
the fourth year; 250 hours of French programs in the third year, and 50 percent of 
the budget of this channel to be devoted to French programs over 5 years. We come 
up with obligations which were not even imposed on the other channels. 


With regard to the period of time which must elapse before films are screened -- this 
is what the people of the cinema are most interested in, and I understand this — it 
is 36 months for the public channels, as you know. For Canal-Plus it is 12 months, 
with a possible dispensation. This discussion has already taken place. During these 
first years it will be 24 months, and on 1 March 1990, it will be 36 months. The same 
explanation as before: in the initial period there is no take-off period if there 

is no available market. 


There remains a last question, that of the programming schedules. This channel has 
not been authorized to broadcast films other than those that the public service 
channel does, on Wednesday, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday morning. That is, it is the 
same legislation as for the public service, and it is harsher, more rigid, than for 
Canal-Plus. That is the reality of the matter, ladies and gentlemen. So why should 
one imagine that French culture is going to go under? Have you seen programs in the 
world, in Europe and even in France, other than those of the public service, and have 
you noted great progress in culture, the absence of games or amusements? It is true 
that commercial television tends not to be of the same quality as the public service 
channels; this will make for the strength of the latter, as they are good. They will 
keep going, and the government will help them. I have nothing else to add to this, 
except that I noted that questions were asked of me, and I should not want to be so 
impolite as to not reply. 


Now as to Mr (Dumont's) question about the time of privatization. I did not really 
understand his question very well. Forty percent in a European channel, as if it is 
French is a fifth channel, and it is European if it is on satellite. I do not think 
it is possible to resist the invasion of American and Japanese products if we do not 
have, in this field, as in many others, European production and technology. It is 

a European choice. That is the barrage against the invasion from outside. It is not 
privatization. It is true that it is an extension of the private sector. Are you 
against this, Mr (Dumont)? Irreversible? For those who speak for RMC [Radio Monte 
Carlo], I don't know anything about it. I suppose that if the current majority con- 
tinves to be in the majority after March 1986, it will be irreversible. Another major- 
ity may well be able to enjoy other luxuries -- not all, but different ones, such as, 
for example, the one announced in the program of a large party the privatization of 
Antenna-2. I know who this was. Certainly a master of culture, a scrupulous newsman. 
Probably someone who will be able to make Antenna-2 forget that it's a matter of earn- 
ing money. t would be a revelation for me, but that's fine as it is. What do you 
want me to say? 


I think that whoever puts himself forward in the private -- in other words commercial 
-- sector, will proceed in the same way. The only way of stopping him is to have legal 
constraints: freedom, yes, but freedom within the context of a law which suits the 
interests of the nation. Someone said to me, why didn't you do it before 1984-85? 
Yes. One cannot do everything at the same time. But, believe me, we have done a lot. 
The latest ones, retirement for farmers, this and that [as heard] in 1983, 1984, 1985. 
Most of the parliamentary sessions had to be extended, which is not usual. In short, 
we have only done it now. Is the criticism: You did it too soon? Or is it: You 
did it too late? I tend to think we have done it at the right time, even if I can 
note that we are stuck in a squall, in the face of which we must have our feet firmly 
planted on the ground. But believe me, they will be. 
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Would you like to go on to other subjects? In any case, we must. 


[Servan-Schreiber] Mr President, Jean-Lovis Servan-Schreiber from L'EXPANSION. I 
should like to return for a moment to your first question, the reply you made to the 
first question, in which we felt the description of what could be called a minimum 

of what you yourself said were questions around which we could all rally, and which 
mainly concerned the social advances made in the last 5 years. Must we, however, under- 
Stand that the president of the Republic considers that if these social advances are 

not questioned by a possible different majority, then cohabitation -- as the word is 

in fashion -- would be possible? And on the other hand, if the rest is modified, this 
would not necessarily hamper the president of the Republic in carrying out his duties? 


[Mitterrand] I am very sorry, Mr Servan-Schreiber, but I never put myself in that 
hypothetical situation. 


[Servan-Schreiber] Thank you, Mr President. 


[Mitterrand] Of course, you have the right to imagine this, but my imagination is 
perhaps limited. I do not see myself in this hypothetical situation. When one has 
political responsibilities, one must take them, and I take them. I could have continued 
with my list, but I do not want to spoil the democratic feeling of opponents, who have 
just as much right as me or you to state their opinions. I could have continued by 
Saying: Let us continue the fight against inflation. Let us continue to win. This 

is the key to everything in economics. But I stopped there because I know there are 
different doctrines, and I do not intend to impose my views on those I respect, those 
who are in opposition -- in other words, who are not enemies, but people with opposite 
ideas. 


[Question] Mr President, Michel (Cuyperly) of the newspaper LA CROIX. I should again 
like to ask you about the problem of immigrants. You alluded to it just now. Is it 
not now time that you spelled out your intentions a little, given the new attitudes 
around the problem? You have talked about integration; others talk about assimilation 
or insertion. What are your plans on this subject? 


[Mitterrand] I will point out to you -- but you know very well -- that this problem 
is not a new one; it has been a latent problem. It could have come more reasonably 

at a time when we went to recruit with trucks and charter planes thousands and 
thousands of immigrants who we wanted to have in certain businesses in France because 
they cost less. It was a labor policy which was not exactly a social policy, but I 
shall not go back to that. The big arrival of immigrants was in the seventies. I 
think that 1970 beat the records, with about 700,000 immigrants picked up in that way, 
brought back to France, along with some 300,000 others, their families, almost a 
million -- you can imagine. Immigration has not risen much since 1981. In fact, I am 
not making a value judgment, since if that was the case, well, why not? But, in fact, 
it has risen only a little. 


For example, the town of Dreux is often quoted -- a good reference, as it was before 
the beginning of the big political conflicts on the subject. At least it was the begin- 
ning, a sign of what was to come. What was it? There were a little more than 9,000 
immigrants, many of whom worked in the area -- Poissy in particular, and those who 

lived in Dreux. So a few years ago, in 1983, 150 more came. It's not this extra 150 
immigrants who really created a different problem. But before that, no one talked 

about the Dreux immigrants. Why? Because the opposition parties of the time -- this 
must be said, because it is noble — the left-wing parties refused to fight the battle 
on this nasty matter. After that, the opposite was the case. The problem of immigrants 
rose up and got mixed up with that of security. Of course, part of public opinion was 
very impressed, particularly as this causes problems in daily life. So it is not a new 
problem; and if it is a problem, the current majority did not create it. That is the 
first point. 
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Second point: Since it is within the field of the Presidency of the Republic, it has 
been one of my constant concerns. First of all, I watched the practicai details: How 
are these people housed? What are their working conditions? How are checks made? 
‘low often per week or per month do they have to go to offices where the line is 
interminable? How long do they have to wait? I had the time they have to wait checked, 
particularly in Paris. How are their relations with their families? Are they certain 
of having the protection of social security? All these problems were studied, one 
after the other, and most were solved. Moreover, you know that our relations with 
the countries which send us these immigrants, particularly the Maghreb countries, are 
good relations, based on confidence. They know that we have behaved normally — in 
other words, according to French traditions. 


Then we lIcoked ac the problems of civil rights. After that we were concerned with 
trade union problems, the rights of workers. Then we looked at the problem of family 
units. I am giving you a list, but it is to make you understand that it is something 
that occupies my thoughts. I would summarize what I have said by saying, quite simply; 
ladies and gentlemen -- | know a number of you well, some of you who are journalists 
who do not agree with the policy I am carrying out, but who are courteous, sometimes 
even cordial, and know how to live, who have respect: I see you all. If I ge to your 
home, if anyone at all goes to your home, and you receive them, particularly if you 
have invited them -- well, when they are in your home you treat them in a part‘cular 
way, and you often say to them: Dear friend, dear sir, dear Madame: you are in my 
home, so you are at home. These are polite forms which go back a very long way in 
French manners. Well, I am saying that the immigrants who have regularly come to 
France, who have a work contract, who have taken on the French way of life -- and when 
they have not done so, it is often because they could not -- who bring their labor and 
their competence to us, I say, ladies and gentlemen, those immigrants are at home in 
France. And anyone who reasons differently is reasoning with hatred or racist 
segregation. 


Of course, the immigrants who come without having permission, who come to overload 
the labor market, who have not been accepted -- they must go home, in a reasonable 
way. Those who can really no longer take part in French production in the appropriate 
conditions and who want to go home, they must certainly be helped. But those who are 
legally here, who have been invited, with whom we have a contract: I do not need to 
say any more. 


[Question] [Words indistinct] one political hypothesis rather than others, but the 
task of political commentators is to try to analyze them all and to try to know more 
about all of them. With this in mind, a few months ago you said: If one day there 
is another majority I shall not remain passive. Now everyone knows that passivity 
is the opposite of movement, and I should like to ask you which way you would move 
if that happened? 


[Mitterrand] Listen: I do not put myself in these hypothetical situations. It is 
perfectly normal that you should do so. You are doing your job, and I would say to 
you, as I did to another journalist just now -- many of you do it well. It never 
shocks me when people do their jobs well, even when I do not like what is said. It 
is perfectly normal for you to ask me that question. I reply to you that I do not 
speculate. 


I began by saying that the French do not give justice to the current majority. They 
must consider what has been accomplished, the vastness of what has been accomplished, 
and the usefulness of what has been accomplished, the good work of the government, 
the enormous work of the government, of governments, with Pierre Mauroy, with Laurent 
Fabius: a government which is very well led by a prime minister who has all my 
confidence, and even my friendship. 
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So it is simple for such leaders to address themselves to public opinion, in such a 
way that the French admit, more and more, that what we say corresponds to reality. 
Sometimes it is doubted: People ask who reduced inflation most, when between 1976 
and 1981 it reached a peak of around 14 percent, while we brought it down to 4 percent? 
We have an opinion poll: To 5 percent, we say who did it best? Well, often the reply 
is: those who came before. It's obviously a mistake; but not because there is a lack 
of information, but because you say it. Time is required, so that in France, the 
majority of French people become convinced that the left, the popular forces, can 
manage well -- I almost said manage better than the others. The majority and its 
leaders are undertaking this democratic debate, with a firm smile, and must make them- 
selves heard. When the results are out I shall be like everyone else; I shall bow 

to the decision. And as I say, like everyone else. At least I hope so: at least 
that is what I shall do. 


[Question] Mr President, in the last book you published, “Here and Now", which you 
published before your election, you said that the PCF -- its policy -- is determined, 
more often than not, in Moscow. When we saw the PCF harden its position and renounce 
alliances cf the Popular Front type, it was generally the prelude to a hardening of 
the CPSU. Now, at present, we are witnessing a hardening of the PCF. Does your 
observation seem to you to be still valid, does it seem to you that it is a prelude 
to a hardening of the CPSU? 


[Mitterrand] 1 was talking about history, and I was talking about a long time ago; 
that of 1933 in Germany, with repercussions in France; that of 1936, the time of the 
Popular Front and its breakup; that of 1945, all that at the time of St-.lin. And I 
indeed put all that in a book rashly -- just before the 198) presidential election 
and without knowing then that I was going to be a candidate; otherwise I would have 
been more prudent, perhaps. 


I commit myself to what I wrote. Thus, I think that in history this example has been 
frequently repeated. But what I have a horror of, Madam, is to accuse this or that 
person, in this case the leaders of the present PCF, of taking their orders elsewhere 
than from the electors, or from the electors of their political structure. Therefore, 
I would not say it, because I have no reason, with regard to this or that person, to 
make accusations in extremely concrete circumstances. It would displease me very much 
to receive [word indistinct]. It is part of the respect which I demand (?at that 
moment) for the French political fight, for the French political debate. 


[Question] Mr President, please excuse me from insisting a lot, since you refused 
twice to put yourself in a hypothetical situation; but when you repeat to us: I 
shall bow to the decision, please let me ask what it means for the president of the 
Republic to bow to a decision? 


[Mitterrand] Listen, Mr (Copin). Suppose I were to say the opposite to you. 


[Question] May I say, Mr President, that you have recalled an elementary principle 
of democracy; but in concrete terms, in the situation you are in, what does this 
principle mean and how can you apply it? 


[Mitterrand] I refuse to put myself in a hypothetical situation; but as I have a kind 
of soft spot for the journalist that you are, I would say: I shall do my duty. 
[laughter from the hall] Mr (Valette). 
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[Question] Mr President, a last question on this subject. In your interpretation 
of the Constitution, without trying to prejudge what might happen next year, could 
a new and combative parliamentary majority force the president of the Republic to 
shorten his mandate? 


[Mitterrand] Mr (Valette), I realize that you are moving away from the realm of the 
concrete, that you are getting close to a public law manual; it is difficult to reply 
to a question on constitutional law. Well, the president of the Republic is elected 
by the people for a given period -- as it happens, 7 years -- and during these 7 years 
he must do his duty. 


[Question] Mr President, the Socialist Party has drawn up two ambitious, generous 
projects, but projects which for the moment are very onerous ones, guarantees against 
transfers [as heard] and minimum salaries. Do you consider that these two projects 
are compatible with continuing to lower statutory levies? 


[Mitterrand] Any new reform which costs money complicates the responsibility of aiming 
at lowering statutory levies, -- in other words, increase the rigor of the choice to 
be made in expenditures. But it is not because we want to lower the total of statutory 
charges -- fiscal and social charges -- that we must not allow ourselves to modify 
anything at all on the French scene. That would be stupid. They must simply be made 
compatible. As for the reforms you mention to me, particularly economic assurances, 
this is bound to be a reform which will take time. [Words indistinct] social 
assurances, for social security it took 15 years. It takes time. We cannot decide 
just like that and force it, from top to bottom, in 6 months. Public finances could 
not take it. But it's a good project; that's all I can say. 


[Question] Patrick (Heyssel), LE MATIN DE PARIS. Mr President, 5 years ago you were 
elected by what could be called the people of the left. Since then you have become 
the president of all the French, and the confrontation with reality has led your 
government to show a great deal of pragmatism. At a time when many people are talking 
about cohabitation, what is your position, Mr President, with regard to these left- 
wing values? 


(Mitterrand] Since 1981, governments have remained doggedly faithful to the values 
[words indistinct]. This is necessary. If pragmatism gets the upper hand over the 
values one wants to serve, this is really opportunism. That is another matter. But 
to be able to appreciate ways of acting, the time, the rhythm -- this is the A,B,C, 
of political responsibility. [as heard] So 1 say we have remained very faithful to 
the aims we were following, that in two or three cases we had to realize that either 
we were not followed by public opinion, or it was not yet the right moment. Well, 
elsewhere we have gone forward in the direction we announced. 


Often a reproach is made which I think is baseless. People say: How is it that, for 
example, you glorify businesses -- modernization -- when this was not exactly what 
you thought before? What I can say, if you would like to go back to the documents 

I have published -- those who do so are probably rare [words indistinct]. This is 
what I said, what I wrote. One can testify now that I often said that if we get into 
power we must not collectivize the economy; we must nationalize a number of firms. 

I even gave a list. That has become a fact. Well, for the remainder we must marry 
up, as intelligently as possible, what is called the public sector and the private 
sector. Here, appraisals are such a daily occurrence that they belong not only to 
the political powers, but also, and sometimes only, to the industrial powers. Where 
a national business has been put into the hands of an official, the officials are 
responsible for the business, in the context of the general policy desired by the 
government. This is what I wanted to say on this subject: I am defending fidelity. 
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[Question] Allow me to change the topic, Mr President. Quite recently, a few days 
ago, your spokesman announced that a reassessment of French Middle East policy was 
underway. Would you like to give us a few details about this reassessment and, 
possibly, talk to us about the role which France intends to play in the process cur- 
rently taking shape in the Middle East? 


[Mitterrand] No. What we are noticing is that the policy of direct contacts between 
Israel and the Arab countries, especially Israel and Jordan -- the policy of direct 
contacts is one which we ourselves prefer. We believe that there is no one better 
placed than the interested parties, or neighbors to settle between themselves a problem 
which would otherwise, inevitably, acquire an international character and then pass 
into the hands of the strongest. The East-West conflict appears everywhere. This 

is not a good thing. But we were forced to note, and therein lies the reassessment, 
we were forced to note that in actual fact these direct contacts did not yield results. 
Should one then refuse to widen the circle and go again -- and this has been tried 
several times since 1948 -- toward international conferences, an international forum, 
international consultation, intervention by the permanent members of the UN Security 
Council and I know not what else? Well, I say yes. This must also be done all the 
more because an international forum allows for direct contacts. In general, many 
things happen on the sidelines between sessions. Here is this reassessment but, apart 
from this, we have approved and encouraged the Jordanian-Palestinian plan and we have 
not changed our views except that we realize full well that there is a sticking point 
and that it has not yet been removed. 


[Question] [Words indistinct] The importance of the three following principles which 
were redefined in Brussels in particular on 27 March 1983. I shall remind you of them, 
Mr President. First principle: recognition of the Palestinian right to self-determina- 
tion; second principle: Israeli withdrawal from the territories occupied since 1967; 
third principle: the need to involve the PLO in a negotiated settlement. 


[Mitterrand] Sir, my answer will be straightforward. I stated the right of the 
Palestinians to have their homeland from the rostrum of the Knesset in 1982. On the 
withdrawal and the confused discussions around it, we are faithful to UN Resolution 
242 and to others. As to the right of the PLO, a phrase which I used from the Knesset 
rostrum, the PLO is the only Palestinian fighting force which we know of. [as heard] 
Therefore, it has won the right to have its say on behalf of the Palestinian people. 
It will be up the Palestinian people to appoint their own representatives, when they 
are in a position to do so. For the time being, I do not know, I do not know of any 
other partner. However, there are a number of elected representatives, notables, or 
mayors of communities which are today in the occupied Arab territories for example, 
whose views cannot be sneezed at. This is my answer. 


[Question] Mr President. I was very interested to note that you started your preamble 
by hailing the apparently positive results of the Soviet-American summit in Geneva. 

It seems to me that since the Bonn summit of last May you have adopted a rather distant 
attitude toward this summit diplomacy. Do you not fear that, since you refused to 

go to the extraordinary summit of the Seven in New York, do you not now fear that this 
type of diplomacy is producing results, with France, because of your attitude, running 
the risk of being somewhat isolated? 


[Mitterrand] No, I do not think so, if you will allow me to say so. I do not think 
so. Besides, you are asking me a question, you are not stating a fact. I do not think 
so because the summits about which I have expressed reservations are the summits of 

the seven industrialized countries which, as you know, are held once a year and gather 
the United States of America, Canada, Japan and four European countries: Italy, 
Germany, Great Britain and France, along with the president of the European Commission. 
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I noted that this summit of the Seven tended to overstep its role and sometimes beh:ve 
like some sort of directory in charge of world affairs, which I find objectionable, 
particularly when this directory claims to solve the issue of trade relations, which 
is the responsibility of GATT, as a substitute for Third World countries. Countrics 
such as Iniia and Brazil have already expressed their (?refusal}. In whose name did 
these seven countries, which are not the CATT executive committee, decide these issues 
which are the responsibility of the CATT? 


My refusal to go to New York, at the invitation of Mr Reagan, was motivated by the 
Same reasoning. In this case, it was a question of hearing the American President 
outline his views on his coming meeting with Mr Gorbachev. I can tell you that not 
only have I had the opportunity to meet Mr Gorbachev, which means that I already have 
information, but I also have much information from the American side, because the line 
is always in use, that is, the telephone, the mail, and our envoys. I did not recog- 
nize that this forum of the industrialized countries was empowered to resolve the 
problems of negotiations between the USSR and the United States. I do not recognize 
this, particularly because France is not in Geneva. It trusts the United States in 
many fields, and mainly in the defense of liberties, but it wants to guard fully, how 
shall I put it, its national domain. We are masters of our defense. Even if we are 
loyal allies, we want to remain the masters of our own strategy and of our own choices. 
So, this was the reason why. 


If some speculate that I refuse to take part in any international conference with the 
United States, then they are wrong. I like the Americans very much. This does not 
mean to say that I believe that everything they think and say is automatically what 

is best for France. Anyhow, I think it is up to the French so say so. On this basis, 
I will take part in commercial negotiations. When I say I, I mean the French Govern- 
ment will take part in the commercial negotiations which will take place provided the 
agenda is extended. I will take part in many other conferences but this is the 
precise framework of my policy. 


[Question] If we can come back for a moment, Mr President, to French affairs, and 
particularly the economy, you were saying just now that the French poorly understand 
the light which is shining on the French economy. But don't you think there are two 
figures which confuse them somewhat? First of all, there's unemployment. The current 
majority said that when it came to power it would fight against unemployment -- that 
was its priority. There are 700,000 more unemployed people since May 1981. The 
second is that of the Stock Exchange [bourse], as in the same period, this has doubled. 
[as heard] Do you not think these two figures are liable to confuse people « bit; 

and what do you think it is possible to do with regard to unemployment -- and the 
harshest unemployment, long-term -- between now and next March? 


[Mitterrand] Well, there are clear replies and those which are less so. You are 
quite right to say that the responses of government toward unemployment, or should 

the case arise on the Stock Exchance -- this is not a daily shame for us -- you could 
have said indebtedness. [as heard] These are complex questions. My reply is quite 
simple. I said just now that inflation is around 14 percent; but I sinall say it again. 
It was around 9 or 10 percent in previous years, with an occasional rise up to 12; 

and inflation has dropped continually since 1981 to the level of this year, around 

5 percent. [figures as heard] We shall know in 1 and 1/2 months. This is consider- 
able. In recent months we have reached the average of all the countries of the 
European Community. And you know that the franc is very firm. It has resisted all 
cutoff attempts, particularly the drop in the dollar, and the [words indistinct | 
capacity of the mark. 
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It is true that I inherited a foreign trade deficit of 61 billion francs in 198!. 
Apart from a quick rise in 1982, this foreign deficit has continually dropped, 
reach a little less than 20 billion last year, and will be confined to more o1 
the same figure this year, remembering that this year we are going to balance — at 
least I think so -- the balance of payments, what we earn and what we lose, what we 
buy and what we sell, in all fields. The accounts of France will probably be balanced. 
In 1980-1981, when I took over there was a deficit. Even the balance of payments was 
in deficit in 1981, so — I don't know; 1 have not got all the figures in mv head -- 
by perhaps 18 or 19 billion. [as heard] 


to 
less 


So this is progress. The Stock Exchange continues; but it's true that there is the 
problem of unemployment, which is very serious. What can be the wish and the desire 
of a possible majority if it is not to beat unemployment? It was our wish and stil! 
is; it is in the nature of things. You said that unemployment had risen by 700,000 
people between 1981 and 1985. You did not say -- but not out of ill will, because 

I know you well -- but it's worth knowing, that it went from 400,000 to between !.7 
and 1.8 million in the years before -- in other words, the rise in unemployment was 
much faster. But it is not a success to make this comparison which, in any case, is 
translated by the deteriorating situation of hundreds of thousands of people without 
jobs. However, this year we are beginning to reap the fruit of very hard work — a 
rigorous policy to beat inflation, as it is inflation which rules everything; in other 
words, the rise in prices. If we could balance prices, would there have been all the 
other problems, including that of unemployment? As we improve, at the same time, our 
capacity to sell our machines and our goods abroad as well as our businesses wil! 
thrive and will recruit instead of laying off. 


Well, this year — 1985 -- of the big Western Furopean powers, France is the one which 
has had the best results in unemployment. Since the beginning of the year it's not 
much, but it is significant. Since 1974 we had become used to having a very rapid 
increase, still rapid after 1981; and for the first time -- we must give credit to 

the government and the prime minister -- unemployment has dropped by 30,000. In the 
same period unemployment in Germany rose by 140,000; and unemployment in Great Britain 
by 200,000, which means that this government's policy, supported by the efforts of 

the preceding government, had the best result in Western Europe, of the big countries 
in Western Europe. 


But that does not mean, all the same, that we should be satisfied. As long as thers 
are unemployed people, a government will have to feel in debt to the workers. And 
this is the case for us. I am not going to tell you what has already so often been 
explainc’. and very wel] explained, by the prime minister, by the government spokes- 
person, by the minister of labor, by the minister of industrial redeployment. It is 
clear that the minister of national education, the minister of planning, have all put 
their shoulder to the wheel; and I am forgetting some, probably -- the minister of 
agriculture, and so on. Ail these members of the government are involved in this 
task and they are working on the modernization of businesses, so that they can be 
competitive, do good business by producing good products which will be preferred over 
others; the training of men and women so that they are more able to do the jobs of 
the moment. And jobs change quickly, [as heard] every 5 years at the moment, what 
with data processing, electronics, as you know well. I always return to this, as | 
am very committed to complete success in beating inflation. With these three clements 
the machine will operate again, in such a way that the analytical errors on unemploy- 
ment will have been made, starting in 1974 right up until recently, are essentially 
due to the fact that unemployment, the reduction of unemployment -- that is, the 
development of jobs -- this is the result of other successes and not the first of 
successes; it's the consequence. We have attacked the root, and we have -- belicve 
me, it is what often disorientates a certain part of popular opinion, it often dis- 
orientates it, keeps it away, or at least makes it stay at home in difficult periods, 
and, in particular, during elections: the hope was enormous. [as heard! 
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Then we rolled up our sleeves, as they say. A policy of rigor was practiced; this 

is not a philosophy, it's an indispensable method. We believed that it was vital for 
prices to stop rising. Every time there is a price rise, there is a drop in the pur- 
chasing power of the consumer, and in particular of the workers, particularly those 
of the working class. This must stop, and believe me, I am sure that French public 
opinion understands me. It was necessary to start in this way; and we did so. Let 
it not be held against us. 


[Question] In a few hours time a verdict will be passed in Auckland. In the event 
of New Zealand law passing on to the Wellington government -- and this is normal 
under New Zealand law -- the possibility of expulsion, would you be ready to make 
contact directly, albeit discreetly, with Mr Lange in order, let us say, to improve 
things? 


A second question, which is not unconnected: Whatever the result of the March parlia- 
mentary election, are you ready to use your influence, which is great, to preserve 

the spirit of the bill on the reform of the penal code, which is basically a synthesis 
of policy on the left on justice? 


[Mitterrand] First, your question on the judgment in Auckland. You have measured 
this perfectly, Mr (Lefevre), as your sensitivity is obvious when you speak on the 
small screen on matters which are of no consequence to you. 


My role is quite difficult today. Even as I am speaking, the immediate fate of the 
Turenges is being decided; it is quite difficult. And you understand that very well. 
I hope, and I can only express a hope, I hope that Auckland justice will understand 
that the two officers of the French Army who are under arrest today in New Zealand 
acted in a domain which was not that of violent action, and that they acted not on 
their own accord but through discipline. This confers on them a quite different 
nature from the one which one might have been able to imagine by reading the initial 
New Zealand reactions on this point. I am convinced that a conscientious judge will 
take the greatest account of these elements. As for trying to improve things if 
there is a heavy sentence; here again it is quite difficult to reply to you. I do 
not want to prejudice matters. I do not want to prejudge the decision which will be 
made. At any rate, these French officers can count on national solidarity beginning 
with that of the government. 


Third, [as heard] the penal code. Yes, Mr (Lefevre), this is a large-scale project, 
and a difficult one to set up. We are committed to this large project, and whatever 
future events may be -- you see, I am (?stating) my position on the problem -- whatever 
happens in the future, I am not stupid. It is the French people who will decide. This 
enterprise, which is of a national and humanitarian nature, must be concluded. 


[Question] Mr President, please. 
[Mitterrand] Madam. The lady has got up at least ten times. 


[Question] That's true; thank you, Mr President. Marie-France (Quibadada), French 
Overseas Radio and Television. Mr President, in less than 2 weeks you are going to 
the Antilles. In recent months you have been to Polynesia, Guyana, New Caledonia. 

The government has been accused of wanting to sell off the French overseas territories. 
What, according to you, Mr President, is the place of the French overseas territories 
— apart, of course, from the strategic point of view? 
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[Mitterrand] That is a subject with which I have been involved since the beginning 

of my political life, which, I must admit, goes back quite a long way. To have to 

say that on television! Starting in 1947, 1948, 1949, as a young deputy, I was very 
interested in the problems of the overseas territories, and I have never stopped being 
very closely interested. You know the extent to which I was associated in 1949, 1950, 
1951, right up to 1955, and afterwards, too, with the work done by Pierre Mendes-France, 
whose interior minister I was; in other words, I was responsible for the overseas 
departments. I think change is necessary, but I also believe in the hopes of the 
peoples there. The populations of the four French departments, those of the Antilles 
and Reunion, have, in all elections, demonstrated a very definite preference to 
preserve their status within the French Republic. Now, these are homogenous popula- 
tions, they are not antagonistic ethnic groups. Within an homogenous population, 

the democratic method, which consists in having recourse in final arbitration to 
universal suffrage, is the best. I have no reason to want something other than that 
which the population of these departments wants, particularly as I too am very close 
to them, and I love them. I have visited them often, and I am going back at the 
beginning of December. 


The overseas territories: There is a distinction to be made. Many of these overseas 
territories have become independent: Djibouti, for example. Where there are ethnic 
conflicts, conflicts of a tribal nature -- this was the case in Djibouti -- but not 
between a European colony set up on the spot -- but between two ethnic groups, the 
Issas and the Afars. [as heard] It was very difficult, but finally they achieved 
independence, eve: though Djibouti is of considerable importance in world strategy. 


In New Caledonia there are several ethnic groups, but two dominant ones: The 
descendants of the Europeans, particularly the French, who have been established 
there for a very long time, for a century for most of them; and the Kanak ethnic 
group -- without forgetting the Wallisians, the Vietnamese, and others. There the 
problem is more difficult, because the democratic law which we know and live under 
in France is not aimed at an homogenous population. Following a ballot, the minority 
population does not consider itself to be really rejected since it exists, as a 
minority or as a majority, and since it intends to keep its identity. That is the 
political, human problem. The case of New Caledonia is infinitely more difficult. 
And you know how we approached it. I want to say again here: The job was, in my 
opinion, very usefully done by Mr Pisani. 


Now in Guadeloupe, I shall tell you that each time an opinion has been given they 
have wanted to remain French. You have done the right thing; continues. That's all 
I can tell you now. [as heard] 


[Question] Is it really the case that the president of the French Republic has no 
effective means of pressure to secure the release of the four Frenchmen held hostage 


in Lebanon? 


[Mitterrand] What do you mean by pressure? What pressure? Do you mean the method 
of force? I don't think that's what you're advising. Political pressure in a sense, 
yes. We could call it diplomacy. We have had to deal -- I have had to deal with 

a certain number of hostage cases, in Burma, in Sudan, in Iraq, in Kurdistan, in 
Afghanistan, and now in Lebanon with Mr Peyrolles [French diplomat at the Lebanon 
Embassy], and on each occasion, by patience and tenacity, we have secured -- after 
some months -- the release of the hostages. 


There now remain our four compatriots held hostage in Lebanon, in the confusion of 
opposing groups. The degree of ease with which diplomacy produces its results depends 
on the external authority commanded by any given group. 
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Not a single day goes by, whether you believe me or not, without me attending to this 
matter, and when no progress is being made, it hurts. Sometimes you think you are 
getting there and then there is a last-minute hitch. This is hard first of all for 
their families, but it is also hard for their loved ones and their associates. It 

is hard for the French nation. We are leaving no stone unturned and we want to get 
them back safe and sound, and return them to their country. 


The precedents set so far give us cause to believe that this can be done. The rest 
falls within my responsibility, and I cannot say any more. 


[Question] [passage indistinct] I would like to ask you two questions, they are in 
fact linked. The first one is; do you think one can make real progress toward a 
closer European union? The second is: Will Britain stop being an island soon? 


[Mitterrand] When I made my speech in Strasbourg to the European Parliament, during 
my 6 months as president of the European Community -- from January to July 1984 -- 

I in fact defined a whole line of action. These were my proposals to Europe, to a 
Europe of 10 members, which had, in fact, become a Europe with 12 members. So that 
was decided by 12. I don't really understand how you get from my own proposals as 
president of the French Republic to the acceptance or the refusal of my nine -- now 
11 -- other partners; let's say that there you haven't got it. 


The European Community is not moving as fast as I would like it to. However, many 
issues registered progress during my 6 month European presidency. First of all, 
all the matters of contention that existed at the time were solved -- all of them. 
As you know, one of them is the British deposit or contribution. The other is the 
milk quotas. If you want me to give you the list, there were 16; I can give you the 
14 others. That is progress. At the same meeting, the same Fontainebleau summit, 
we decided to create two working groups, one devoted to the reform of institutions 
and procedures -- in other words, can we make progress within the Treaty of Rome? 
Are we going to take everything back to unanimous agreement? For 10, for 12, it's 
very difficult. Is the majority going to be broadened? This is my opinion. 


Those who say: Beyond the Treaty of Rome -- that is, the procedures to improve 
operations -- perhaps a reform in the Treaty of Rome itself is necessary, in order 
to tighten European unity. I am also in favor of this, if we do not manage to solve 
current difficulties by the first method this is clear. I am using my powers of 
persuasion, such as they are, on my colleagues to convince them. 


We decided a lot of things, all the same. The quotas were decided upon; we solved 
the problem of increasing the size. France has very positive decisions for wines, 
fruit, and vegetables. A solution which was very good for Europe in general was 
found for fishing. And now Spain and Portugal -- today, I am exaggerating -- on 

1 January they will enter Europe. 


Now I did indeed meet Mrs Thatcher yesterday. I think we must make progress on 
European unity, and I am impatiently awaiting the Luxembourg summit, which takes place 
at the beginning of December. This will be a joint government conference which will 
view all these problems with the reports I obtained at Fontainebleau: one on institu- 
tions, the other on citizens rights in Europe -- making daily life easier, crossing 
borders, civil status. What else? The movement of goods. That's the position. We 
shall discuss the internal market, which was one of the major aims of the Treaty of 
Rome -- in other words, no borders between the countries of the Community. The free 
movement of people, goods, services, ideas, of course, but that has already been done. 
fas heard] 





VII. 5 Dec 85 K 23 FRANCE 


Some countries have occasionally been timid or even inward-looking in the face of these 
prospects. Then, at last, the machine goes forward, but it is slow. But I sometimes 
complain, and I shall continue to call for European unity and for setting up what wes 
contained in my Strasbourg speech. 


As for Great Britain, I was in London last Thursday and I met Mrs Thatcher, an interest- 
ing experience. Several ministers were at my side. As you know, we have decided that 
at the end of January we will officially announce, how shall I put, [words indistinct] 
cross-channel project. When there is a bridge or a tunnel, a bridge and a tunnel: 

The engineers will give us their conclusions at the appropriate time, then we shall 

be able to say that Britain is no longer an island. 


Whether one will be able to say that Britain has stopped being an island or not, each 
to his opinion. The essence of the matter is that, island or no island, Britain should 
be, through its wish, choice, and behavior, a full partner of the European union. 


[Question] Mr President, Bonn said no to the French project for a military observation 
satellite. Bonn has still not really released the money for Eureka. Are you really 
satisfied with French-German relations? 


[Mitterrand] On the whole, yes, completely. While you have noted -- that's your job, 
after all -- those things that are not yet happening -- you haven't noted all the 
things that are happening, and a lot of things are happening, the latest initiatives 
being, as you said, Fureka. I can give you a guarantee that there will be public 
finance from Germany for Eureka. The last decision was that of the Airbus, in which 
the range of Airbuses is going to be deployed, and while I have the agreement of most 
of my partners for a European combat aircraft -- that's what they call it -- which 

is to be planned, here too there must be a whole series of choices about heavy and 
light aircraft in order to harmonize finally in the coming 20 years something which 
has not been able to be harmonized for 40 years. And there have been many other 
decisions which prove that. Yes, of course, -- Germany is hesitant on certain points. 
You see, Germany is preoccupied for the time being with its budget; it wants to 
minimize its budget deficit, and so it is tightening the purse-strings. Okay, that 

is Germany's point of view, and we can understand it. Then there is its preoccupations 
with agriculture -- its agriculture could sometimes escape certain obligations for 
the time being, especially since we, the French, have obtained for several years now 
a quasi-reduction in compensatory amounts. 


Then there is the problem of the European monetary system, on which some German 
authorities are reticent, particularly the bank [as heard] which believes that it was 
not worth moving too fast. The discussion is open. Mr Delors’ proposals in this 
respect on the ECU [European Currency Unit] and the monetary system seem to me to be 
excellent. We shall discuss this in Luxembourg in a few days time. 


[Question] I would like to ask you for details concerning the Greenpeace affair last 
June, the second half of June. What exactly did Charles Hernu, (?your) then defense 
minister, say, and to whom you wrote on his resignation that he was and will remain 
your friend? 


[Mitterrand] Mr Hernu is, has been, and will continue to be my friend for a long time 
to come. In his capacity as national defense minister he was responsible, -- objec- 
tively at least due to his position, subjectively it is a matter of his own judgment 
-- he was responsible in an area which placed the French Government in an unfortunate 
situation. 
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He was the on2 who believed that he had to leave his post because he felt he had to 
show solidarity -- and this is honorable of him -- with the services which acted with- 
out a decision from the political authorities, at least at the president's or prime 
minister's level. The man in charge of this service, Admiral Lacoste, has also left. 

I have not questioned the honor of these two men. They still have my esteem. However, 
I could question their discipline or lack of it, and I am thinking in terms of services 
which acted outside instructions. From there to ask what Mr Hernu told me at a given 
time [words indistinct]. But I do not jot down what people confide in me. What I can 
tell you, because the matter is a serious one and you are right to raise it, is: 


I shall ask four questions and I am asking them of public opinion. First: Should 
one or should one not ensure the independence of France based on the possession of 
the nuclear weapon? I answer yes. Second: In order to have nuclear weapons and 
modernize them, must one carry out nuclear tests or not? This is done by Great 
Britain, the United States at home, the Soviet Union at home. I say yes, all the more 
because these tests have caused no harm to anyone. Third: Should one oppose those 
actions which attempt to prevent the weapons which we need for France's independence? 
I say yes, we must prevent such actions. Fourth: Can one therefore, use any means 
to that effect? This involves an examination of the means and I say that the policy 
which I ordered, and for which I am responsible, is to avoid the possibility that we 
might fail to protect French sovereignty wherever it is being exercised. I am not 
saying that one should authorize actions which harm the sovereignty of others. I 
have answered you. 


[Question] Mr President, in your preamble you stated your wish to see France have 
a space shield in due course -- a space shield with a European configuration, if I 
heard yoy correctly. So, do you think that the time has come for a European defense? 


[Mitterrand] You must not take things out of context. I brought up this problem at 
The Hague in 1984 by proposing the creation of a manned European space station and 

the matter has been brought up, and it needs to be dealt with. Europe cannot remain 
outside the realm of knowledge of this technology -- it cannot stay out of space. We 
already have communications satellites, observation satellites, but we also need this; 
we have set oyt civilian objectives for Eureka which, to be precise, will research, 
among different enterprises, the whole gamut of high technology, and lasers in par- 
ticular, laser mirrors which demand the mastery of space. This objective is a civilian 
one, but this knowledge, quite clearly, has many different applications. 


It will not be possible for Europe, unless it wants to disappear, to stay out of 
space. [If the two superpowers are imprudent enough to get involved in what is called 
“star wars," then my view is that anyone who wants to keep his independence will have 
to provide himself with means commensurate with his abilities and with the protection 
of his own territory. 


Am I sketching out a European defense in the full sense of the phrase? I don't think 
that these facts make a European defense possible to the extent that certain people 
would like. There is the nuclear problem which arises, particularly in Germany. There 
ig what Yalta has made of Europe, to use too simple a phrase, because in fact it is 
Europe (?as a territorial entity). But whenever I can add to the process of military 
science, military experimentation, and military application, then I keep my European 
partners and Germany, in particular, informed, and this is how I have kept alive the 
article of the presidential treaty signed between De Gaulle and Eisenhower which 
implied a joint approach particularly in the mutual knowledge of our strategies. 

This is where we are at now. The rest will come little by little. 
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Ladies and gentlemen, time is getting on. I really do not want to upset or shock 
anyone, but it is 1650. We began at exactly 1500. Therefore, I would like to break 
off here, to stop here. I will try to create an opportunity for those of you who 
very kindly came but were unable to take part in the debate so that you will not be 
frustrated. Let me say good-bye, let me say thank you, and let me say above all to 
France and to the French people that this period of electioneering must be embarked 
upon with a sense of unity it is a matter of the national interest, and with a 
sense of democracy when it comes to deciding one's preference. Thank you. 


LATE REPORT: FABIUS REMARKS CAUSE ‘POLITICAL CRISIS' 





"Disturbed’ by Jaruzelski Visit 
AU051218 Paris AFP in English 1213 GMT 5 Dec 85 
[Veronique Decoudu report} 


[Text] Paris, Dec 5 (AFP) -- French Prime Minister Laurent Fabius could be on the 
brink of starting a major election-eve political crisis with his admission yesterday 
that he was "personally disturbed" over the meeting here between President Francois 
Mitterrand and Polish leader General Wojciech Jaruzelski. It is the first time that 
a prime minister of the Fifth Republic has ever disagreed publicly with his president 
and not resigned. 


Mr Fabius made his statement to stunned deputies in the National Assembly only three 
months before the crucial March 1986 general elections. He said: "The visit of the 
Polish head-of-state, even though a rapid one, has personally disturbed me." His 
words were broadcast on television news bulletins in the evening. He said that he 
had told Mr Mitterrand about his feelings over France extending the first invitation, 
amongst Western countries, to General Jaruzelski. Mr Fabius then distanced himself 
from Mr Mitterrand by adding: "The decision to meet, or not to meet, a foreign head- 
of-state is one to be taken solely by the president." 


He was effectively speaking for the large majority of French, who were clearly shocked 
at the unexpected visit to Paris of the man who crushed the Polish trade union 
Solidarity. Observers noted that his statement yesterday was a long way from the 

remark he made when he was named prime minister in July 1984 when he said that the 

space which separated his views from the president “were thinner than a cigarette 
paper." His aides explained today that Mr Fabius, having headed a human rights campaign 
against South Africa's apartheid policies, found it difficult to swallow a visit by 
General Jaruzelski, especially as he had not been kept informed. 


Mr Mitterrand ignored questions on his prime minister's statement on his arrival 
yesterday in Martinique. But presidential aides said that Mr Fabius had previously 
told Mr Mitterrand what he had intended to say. Several leading Socialists criticised 
the prime minister yesterday evening on the grounds that he might cause a political 
crisis, or at least harm the party's unity only a few months from the elections. 


Resignation or Dismissal Rumored 
LDO51443 Paris Domestic Service in French 1200 GMT 5 Dec 85 


[Excerpt] The political world is agitated and more than troubled by the uneasiness 
demonstrated publicly by Laurent Fabius in the National Assembly yesterday on the 
subject of President Mitterrand's decision to receive General Jaruzelski. And more 
than that: This morning it was even rumored that Laurent Fabius might resign or be 
dismissed. But the fact that the president of the Republic is in the Antilles at 
present signifies to certain people that even if that should happen it would not 
happen, most likely, until Francois Mitterrand returns, and that will be on Saturday. 
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ARRESTED JORDANIAN PLANNED TO FREE HIJACKERS 





AU041553 Paris AFP in English 1537 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] Verona, Italy, Dec 4 (AFP) -- A Jordanian arrested here last Thursday was 
planning an operation to free the four hijackers of the Achille Lauro cruise liner from 
Italian jails, a prosecution official said today. "The international phone calls he 
made and received gave us precise indications," said State Prosecutor Mario Schinaia. 
"We knew what he intended to do and we had to act with all speed." 


Police said that when they arrested ‘Umar Sadat al-Salam ‘Abd al-Fatah they found 20 
kilos (44 pounds) of explosives, two Polish machine pistols, other arms and a radio 
transmitter and receiver. 


The four Palestinians accused of the hijacking are thought to be in separate Italian 
jails. 


Mr al-Fatah, 38, was arrested at the home of his Italian sister-in-law Fulvia Boni who 
was detained as an accomplice. 


He told police he was a PLO “captain™ loyal to PLO chairman Yasir ‘Arafat, and that the 
guns were to be used on Syrian targets in The Netherlands. The Rome bureau of the PLO 
has said Mr al-Fatah was not connected with then. 


Italian police have based their theory on the movements of Mr al-Fatah, who arrived in 
Italy at the beginning of September. He was in Rome on September 16 at the time of a 
bomb attack on a cafe in the Via Veneto in which 40 people were injured. Mr al-Fatah 
disappeared at the time of the Achille Lauro hijacking between October 7 and 9, but was 
said to be in Belgrade at the same time as Muhammad ‘Abbas, the Palestinian Liberation 
Front leader accused by the United States of being behind the hijacking. 


Mr ‘Abbas was on a plane carrying the presumed hijackers that was intercepted by U.S. 
fighters and forced to land in Italy. Although Italian authorities later released him 
they have now issued a warrant for his arrest. 


The four hijackers have already been tried and imprisoned for smuggling arms into Italy 
and onto the Achille Lauro liner. A further trial in connection with the hijacking 
and murder of one of the passengers is expected to start early next year. 


Although their location at the moment is kept secret the four Palestinian hijackers 
are thought to be in separate high security prisons. 


BRIEFS 


POLICE ARREST DRUG TRAFFICKERS -- (ANSA) Rome, December 4 -- Police claimed a major 
victory against international narcotics smuggling today after night time swoops which 
led to the arrest of over fifty suspected drug traffickers in various cities and the 
seizure of massive shipments of narcotics, including 25 kilos of heroin, 10 kilos of 
cocaine, and 11 kilos of hashish. According to legal sources, the arrests were 
effected primarily in Naples, Milan and Rome on charges ranging from association to 
commit crime to possession, trafficking and international trafficking in narcotics. 
Investigations into the narcotics ring, started a year ago. Police sources said the 
ring-leaders are a man with a criminal record and two persons described as belonging 
to one of the professions. All three are from Rome. [Text] [Rome ANSA in English 


1932 GMT 4 Dec 85 AU) 
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CAVACO SILVA_ON EEC LUXEMBOURG MEETING 





LD042121 Lisbon International Service in Portuguese 1200 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpts] In Luxembourg yesterday a meeting of the EEC heads of state and governments 
reached a compromise on the introduction of reforms to the Community's founding treaty. 
On the Portuguese view of this agreement, Prime Minister Cavaco Silva said that all our 
interests have been safeguarded. In Cavaco Silva's view it is very important that the 
Community explicitly recognizes that there are disparities among the various regions 

of the Community, and that there is a need to eliminate them, to help revive industrial 
areas in decline. I believe Portugal can benefit from the two guidelines on eliminating 
disparities among the Community's industrial areas, Cavaco Silva said. 


PAPER COMMENTS ON OUTCOME OF GENEVA SUMMIT 





PMO21606 [Editorial Report] Lisbon AVANTE! in Portuguese on 28 November carries on 
pages 1-2 a 1,600-word PCP Political Commission note dated 25 November. The note is 
divided into three sections; the first sections discuss domestic political topics. The 
third section reads as follows: 


"The Political Commission stressed the great importance and political significance of 
the summit between the CPSU General Secretary and the U.S. President on 19-21 November. 


"This summit, which concluded that ‘a nuclear war cannot be won,’ constitutes a major 
contribution to improving the international climate, to the necessary swing toward 
dialogue and toward detente and peaceful coexistence between states with different 
social systems, thus facilitating the attainment of positive results in the current 
negotiations on the burning issue of disarmament. 


"The holding and the positive conclusion of the Geneva summit is inseparable from the 
broad people's movement for peace and disarmament being developed throughout the world 
and particularly of the consistent policy of peace of the USSR and other socialist 
countries, as recently reflected in the major new disarmament proposals and initiatives. 
To continue and step up the struggle to end the arms race, for disarmament -- first and 
foremost nuclear disarmament -- to prevent the militarization of outer space, against 
imperialism's policy of interference and aggression against the people struggling for 
their liberation is the path that must be pursued to eliminate once and for all the 
threat of the nuclear holocaust and to guarantee mankind a future of peace." 


The same issue of AVANTE! carries on page 16 a 1,400-word unattributed commentary on 
the summit under the headline: "Geneva: Prospects Opened Demand Efforts of Mass 
Struggle." This item suggests that “a breach has been opened up in the stubborn 
anticommunist and militarist U.S. foreign policy," and that this is "the result of the 
battle for peace." It then lists the areas of cooperation cited in the joint 
declaration and adds that “cooperation is the opposite path to cold war". It also 
claims that though the summit has brought no “qualitative change to the international 
situation," "Geneva opens up new prospects -- no more and no less than that." 
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DEPUTIES URGE EXPLANATION OF NATO POSITION 





LD042303 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1800 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] The announcement by the president of the Congress of Deputies, Gregorio 
Peces-Barba, that the debate on NATO will be held on 4 February, has already elicited 
a number of reactions. Manuel Fraga has said that the Popular parliamentary group 
will urgently propose that Prime Minister Felipe Gonzalez and Foreign Minister 
Fernandez-Ordonez explain the reasons for the delay in the debate which was initially 
scheduled to be held before the end of the year. For his part the spokesman for the 
Catalan minority, Miguel Roca, has said that he agrees with the initiative by the 
Popular parliamentary group and that, in his opinion, with this proposal and that of 
his group they will be able to shed some light on the government's position on NATO. 


IGLESIAS REJECTS CARRILLO'S PLATFORM PROPOSAL 





LD040004 Madrid Domestic Service in Spanish 1700 GMT 3 Dec 85 


[Text] Gerardo Iglesias, secretary general of the Communist Party of Spain, has 
rejected a proposal by Santiago Carrillo [former PCE secretary general] for an 
electoral platform of all communists. Iglesias said this at a press conference held 
today. Carrillo's proposal, sent in a letter, would, according to Iglesias, divide 
PCE institutions, and is an attempt to (?reduce) his party to ashes. 


PCE'S CLARET COMMENTS ON GENEVA RESULTS 





PMO21535 Madrid MUNDO OBRERO in Spanish 28 Nov-4 Dec 85 p 3 
[Commentary by PCE Secretariat member Andreu Claret Serra: "Geneva: A First Impression"] 


[Text] It would be senseless to deny the importance and significance of the Geneva 
summit. True, the specific agreements are few and basically concern the opening of 
consulates, the reopening of air routes, and the establishment of a timetable for 
future meetings. It is also true that on essential issues the final communique goes 
no further than a declaration of mutual goodwill. But even so, even without entering 
into the significance of what is stated in the communique. it is in itself a positive 
fact that the meeting took place, after 6 years of long U.S.-Soviet noncommunication 
which has come to be called "Cold War 11." 


There is no cause for celebration or for believing that the road to detente and 
disarmament has been cleared once and for all. But there is reason to believe that 
everything will be different after Geneva and that the climate of dialogue that 
prevailed during the Gorbachev-Reagan meeting could have positive effects on the 
international situation. Prominent among these reasons is the fact that just before 
the summit the U.S. President decided to exclude from the meeting U.S. Defense 
Secretary Caspar Weinberger, the top representative of the most aggressive sectors of 
the U.S. military-industrial complex. Paradoxical as it may seem, it was a Republican 
President known for his belligerence toward the Soviet Union who decided that the time 
had come to negotiate and to forget the language he himself had used until very 
recently with regard to the "Evil Empire." Something similar happened under Nixon, 
The reasons for this inflection are still unclear but its results, however slight, are 
clear. Most prominent is the pledge contained in the final communique that “neither 
side rill try to achieve military superiority over the other." 
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To many this will seem like mere talk, but to assess its significance one must bear in 
mind that not only is it the first time that the United States has agreed to endorse 
such a pledge but also that all the Pentagon's plain talk has until recently stated 
exactly the opposite. 


It also seems to me that it is important to stress that the structure and wording of 
the final communique reflect much more recent Soviet than U.S. stances and demands. In 
fact, though the references to disarmament are very general, they are the nub of the 
communique, despite the initial U.S. demand to focus the Geneva summit on regional 
conflicts and human rights issues. In this connection it is not insignificant either 
that Reagan has admitted that “a nuclear war cannot be won" and has accepted as the 
objective for future meetings the need for a 50-percent reduction in strategic arsenals 
and for an accord on medium-range nuclear weapons. 


Both reports and logic suggest that the discussion centered on the U.S. intention of 
carrying out its SDI or “star wars" program. All indications are that little progress 
was made in this regard. Reagan stood by his defense of SDI, in which he is under 
pressure from his country's huge economic and bureaucratic interests, while Gorbachev 
argued yet again that this commitment affects any other accord on other categories of 
weapons. Nevertheless, the impression is, even in this regard, that there has been 
something of a rapprochement, since the final communique refers to the pledge not to 
take nuclear weapons into outer space (though this certainly should be interpreted not 
as a formal obstacle to the development of SDI but as an interesting primary reference 
to the need not to take military initiatives in outer space). 


Time will tell -- probably relatively soon -- how far the positive climate which 
emerged at the end of the summit reflects a real desire and chance to embark on a 
sustained period of dialogue and detente. Even so, any speculations must not cause us 
to forget that the present situation -- of an arms race that has not halted since 
World War II -- is the result of the bloc dynamic which governs the international 
situation, and that only inasmuch as new events break this dynamic will it be possible 
to reverse the trend toward rearmament. In this regard too the Geneva summit con- 
tributes some interesting novelties. The speed with which both Reagan and Gorbachev 
reported to the other NATO and Warsaw Pact countries should not go unnoticed, being a 
reflection of the fact that, even though the major powers maintain their hegemony with 
their respective blocs, the times are past when decisions were made without consulta- 
tions and discussions with their allies. Similarly, it seems to me useful to stress 
the interest which the summit prompted on the part of the PRC Government, until very 
recently so tough on such meetings. 


Last, I believe that European left and peace movement can form a positive assessment of 
what happened, not only or even principally on the basis of the results themselves, but 
because any climate of detente has always benefited the prospects of the ieft and of 
peace. It is necessary to appreciate the influence which the peace struggle had on the 
summit, on its convening, and on its results, and especially the pressure it exerted 

on the most intransigent sectors of the U.S. Administration. And it is also necessary 
to continue working for peace, in the knowledge that it can only be the result of 
negotiations not just between the major powers (which are always in danger as a result 
of the effects of influence and hegemony) but among all countries -- especially the 
nonaligned countries -- and of the influence and consolidation of the “people's 
diplomacy" which the major peace movement of recent years has entailed. 
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SWEDEN 


LIBERAL LEADER URGES INCREASED DEFENSE SPENDING 





PMO21552 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 21 Nov 85 p 8 
[Report by Kaa Eneberg: “Increase Defense Spending") 


[Excerpts] Boden -- "We are not prepared to accept all the Armed Forces commander in 
chief's recommentations prior to the adoption of the 1987 defense bill. But it is 
nevertheless necessary that the level of defense spending be greater than the un- 
changed economic framework which the Social Democratic government sees as its main 
alternative," Liberal Party leader Bengt Westerberg said yesterday, thus becoming the 
first oposition politician to take a stand on the next major defense planning bill. 


The Liberal Party traditionally has the same view of defense as the Center Party, and 
the parties both expressed their reservations about the cuts in naval defenses which 
were contained in the 1972 Defense Bill and which are now being felt. When Bengt 
Westerberg yesterday made his defense policy gambit he had not discussed any joint 
strategy on defense policy with the Center Party. Nor had he done so with the 
Moderate Coalition Party, which is expected to want to give even more money to the 


Armed Forces. 


Westerberg did not specify what defense spending the Liberals are envisaging for the 

S-year period beginning in 1987. However, he said that what is most realistic is to 

“aim at the upper part of the economic interval outlined in the government's planning 
directive," that is, above the government's main alternative which is an unchanged 


economic framework. 


PAPER ON ANDERSON FOREIGN POLICY SPEECH 





PM021556 Stockholm DAGENS NYHETER in Swedish 27 Nov 85 p 2 


{[Editorial: "Sten Andersson in Lund") 


[Text] Sten Andersson planned his first speech as foreign minister cleverly. The need 
for an authoritative exegesis of the text has been felt in the debate in recent mont!s 
on the defense of Swedish territory. That is why it is good that he stated as the 
first central point in his speech yesterday to the Foreign Affairs Society in Lund 
that “the violations are a serious matter of concern in the field of security policy." 


Opportunities should be grasped, as Sten Andersson did, to stress Swedish endeavors to 
prevent future violations. Neither domestic public opinion nor the rest of the world 
is indifferent to the way in which Sweden deals with its security policy problems. 


The speech had obviously been considered important in advance by the Foreign Ministry 
and gives the impression of being a thorough product of civil servants. It is to Sten 
Andersson's credit that he has listened to the good advice of the professionals. 


No one can take exception to the fact that the value of CSCE and the Stockholm 
conference was underlined and the danger of a nuclear war was discussed by the foreign 
minister. In ttself it is perhaps impossible to draw far-reaching conclusions from the 
pleasing fact that for the first time in Geneva the two superpowers stated that a 
nuclear war can never be won and should never be fought. But there must be diplomatic 
efforts to pressure the United States and the Soviet Union to meet our expectations. 
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More precise then we are used to, the foreign minister stressed that an independent 
foreign policy and adherence to fundamental international legal principles can lead to 
disagreements or difficulties for which we must be ready. When the country has problems 
— as we have with the Soviet Union -- it is especially important to maintain a dia- 
logue. One can only hope that the government has some foundation for the view that 
relations with Moscow have gradually been improving. 


After the discussion of security as the first of three leitmotives in Swedish foreign 
policy, the section of the second, solidarity, was more a summary. However, the fact 
that the fight against environmental damage is now being mentioned alongside protecting 
the United Nations and the sanctions against South Africa is something that does seem 
somewhat new. 


The third important element from the foreign policy viewpoint -- consensus -- was 
stressed by Sten Andersson as soon as he was appointed foreign minister. Everyone can 
support the ideal situation he described in Lund -- credibility and consensus must 

be based on lively, free, open, and sober debate -- but within certain limits and based 
on facts. However, it cannot of course be left to the government alone tc decide when 
we have the right sort of debate. 


PALME MEETS WITH JORDANIAN CROWN PRINCE HASAN 





JNO41915 Amman Television Service in Arabic 1800 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpt] His Royal Highness Crown Prince Hasan has begun his official talks with 
Swedish officials. This morning his highness met with Swedish Prime Minister Olof 
Palme. During this meeting, they reviewed developments in the Middle East in general 
and the situation in the occuped Arab territory in particular. They also discussed 
cooperation between Jordan and Sweden in all economic, technical, and scientific spheres, 
During this meeting, his highness gave a detailed explanation on Jordan's next 5-year 
development plan which will start at the beginning of next year. 


An expanded meeting was then held between both sides. The meeting was attended by the 
delegation accompanying Prince Hasan and a number of senior Swedish officials. It was 
also attended by the Jordanian ambassador in Stockholm. 
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IRAQI DEPUTY PRIME MINISTER BEGINS VISIT 








Disc.sses Mideast With Howe 
JNO41149 Baghdad INA in Arabic 1100 CMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] London, 4 Dec (INA) -- Tariq ‘Aziz, deputy prime minister and foreign minister, 
began talks with Sir Geoffrey Howe, British secretary of state for foreign affairs, 
here this morning. His talks with Howe will focus on the situation in the Middle East 
in particular as well as the developments in the Iraq-Iran war and relations between 
Iraq and Britain. 


At the end of his meeting with his British counterpart, Tariq ‘Aziz will meet with 
British Prime Minister Margaret Thatcher and later with Home Department Secretary 


Douglas Hurd. 


The deputy prime minister arrived in the British capital last night on an official 
visit to Britain that will last several days. 


Meets With Thatcher, Hurd 
JNO42025 Baghdad Domestic Service in Arabic 1900 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] Tariq ‘Aziz, deputy prime minister and foreign minister, met with British 
Prime Minister Mrs Margaret Thatcher in London today. During the meeting, they 
discussed bilateral relations. The two sides expressed their satisfaction with these 
relations and stressed their joint desire to promote them in all fields. Talks dealt 
with the dangers resulting from the continuation of the Iraq-Iran war to security 

and stability in the region, as well as to the world. 


Tariq ‘Aziz affirmed Iraq's sincere desire to find a peaceful and just solution to 
the dispute with Iran. Talks also dealt with regional issues, as well as issues of 
mutual interest. 


The foreign minister met with British Home Department Secretary Douglas Hurd this 
afternoon. They reviewed bilateral relations as well as issues of mutual interest. 


During their meeting, the Iraqi foreign minister and his British counterpart held 
talks centering on bilateral relations, ways to promote them, the situation in the 
Arab region, and developments in the Palestinian question. The two sides exchanged 
viewpoints on issues which were discussed in an atmosphere of frankness and 
objectivity. 


Tariq ‘Aziz attended a luncheon banquet held in his honor by Sir Geoffrey Howe, 
British secretary of state for foreign affairs. 


The Iraqi foreign minister also visited the British House of Commons. He attendec 
part of its activities, then met with a number of Parliament members representing 
the two main parties -- the Conservative and Labor Parties. During the meeting, a 
general discussion of the situation in the region, as well as developments in the 
Iraq-Iran war, was held. 
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PAPAIOANNOU, KIPRIANOU VIEW TURKISH TROOP PRESENCE 
NCO30515 Nicosia Domestic Service in Greek 2000 GMT 2 Dec 85 


[Text] AKEL Secretary General Ezekias Papaioannou responded today to President Spiros 
Kiprianou, who asked whether the AKEL leaders would agree to the Turkish troops staying 
on the territory of the Republic of Cyprus even after the establishment of a transitional 
government and the solution of the Cyprus issue. 


In his statement, Papaioannou said that AKEL did not favor jeopardizing an agreement on 
all other questions if the other side insisted that a small contingent stay, for whatever 
reason, for 3 to 6 months after the establishment of a transitional government. Papaio- 
annou added that the transitional government will not be established unless a timetable 
is agreed upon for the withdrawal of troops and settlers, unless agreement is reached on 
satisfactory guarantees, unless the work of the task force is completed, and consequently, 
unless agreement is reached on all other points. 


Papaioannou said that it is up to us to come up with a timetable and satisfactory guaran- 
tees for the withdrawal of all non-Cypriot troops and elements. 


He said that some of the things that the agreement could provide for during the tran- 
sitional period were for the Republic of Cyprus to remain a UN member; for the president 
to stay in his post with specific rights and duties; and for a mechanism to allow unilat- 
eral denunciation should any party fail to abide by the agreements. 


Papaioannou said that President Kiprianou bore a huge responsibility because he had 
rejected the unique opportunity made available to us to compel! both Turkey and Denktas 
to withdraw the Turkish occupation troops and the settlers from Cyprus in accordance with 


a timetable. 


In a statement released this evening, President Kiprianou said that Papaioannou was 
forced to admit that AKEL, in reality, agrees to the occupation troops staying in Cyprus 
even after the substantive dissolution of the Republic of Cyprus and the establishment 
of a transitional government. Kiprianou added: Papaioannou is trying to downplay the 
importance of this disastrous political gaffe by saying that a small contingent of occu- 
pation troops could remain for a period of 3 to 6 months since the Turkish side would 
insist on this. Kiprianou also said: Of course, the Turks might also insist that they 
will not conclude an agreement if we insist on the refugees’ right to return to their 
homes. Indeed, the Turks might insist on anything that will further Turkey's expan- 


sionist plans. 


The question, Kiprianou said, is: What are our demands? Are there no limits to our con- 
cessions? Kiprianou added: The AKEL leadership unhesitatingly says no, since it is 
unhesitatingly saying yes to the presence of occupation troops in Cyprus after the estab- 
lishment of a transitional government. 


Referring to Papaioannou'’s statement that there will be satisfactory guarantee, President 
Kiprianou said that this approach is either a sign of political naivete or political 
deceit. Papaioannou should know very well that no one would declare war on Turkey to 
force it to withdraw the occupation troops that would remain in Cyprus after the resolu- 
tion of the Cyprus issue. 


President Kiprianou concluded: Are we ,oing to voluntarily endorse the continuation of 
occupation, and then ask third parties co put an end to it? 
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PAPANDREOU RETURNS FROM LUXEMBOURG FEC SUMMIT 











NCO41619 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1600 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] The work of the EEC summit conference ended in Luxembourg after midnight. Prime 
Minister Andreas Papandreou, who returned to Athens this afternoon, stated, 
characteristically, that the work of the EEC summit had ended with a satisfactory 
compromise. The main achievement of the 10 was the agreement on the basic questions 
that refer to the revision of the Rome Treaty. Pending issues have been referred to 
the EEC Council of Foreign Ministers, which will meet in Brussels on 17 and 18 
December. 


KKE'S FLORAKIS RECEIVES AFGHAN PARTY OFFICIALS 





NCO41602 Athens RIZOSPASTIS in Greek 4 Dec 85 p 2 


[Text] Kharilaos Florakis, KKE Central Committee secretary general, last night 
received at the Central Committee office, Dr Anahita Ratebzab, member of the Politburo 
of the People's Democratic Party of Afghanistan [PDPA], and Asad Ram, member of the 
International Relations Department of the PDPA Central Committee. During the meeting 
they discussed the situation prevailing in the two countries and the two parties, and 
they exchanged views on topical international issues. The meeting was held in a warm 
and comradely atmosphere. 


Florakis expressed the Greek Communists’ solidarity for the people of Afghanistan in 
their struggle for the success of the goals set by the people's democratic revolution 
in their country. 


Present at the meeting was Roula Koukoulou, member of the KKE Central Committee 
Political Bureau. 


DEPUTIES TO DEBATE PASOK PROPOSAL ON CYPRUS FILE 
NCO41918 Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1900 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] A proposal was submitted to the chamber of deputies this evening by 129 PASOK 
deputies to set up a fact-finding committee on the opening of the Cyprus file. Debate 
on the proposal, chamber President Ioannis Alevras announced, will take place at a 
special chamber meeting following consultations with the various parties. 


BRIEFS 


ERT OFFICIALS APPOINTED -- Acting on submitted proposals, the Council of Ministers has 
named Andreas Tsoudheros as chairman of the Administrative Council of Hellenic Radio 
Television [ERT] 1. Theodhoros Khalatsis has been appointed director general of ERT 1, 
and Nikos Sotiriadhis has been chosen as deputy director general in charge of pro- 
gramming for ERT 1. [Text] [Athens Domestic Service in Greek 1500 GMT 29 Nov 85 NC] 
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‘TGNA_SPEAKER WRITES TO O'NEILL ON ARMENIAN BILL 





TAO41840 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1700 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpt] Turkish Grand National Assembly [TGNA] Speaker Necmettin Karaduman has said 
that if the bill on unfounded Armenian allegations is adopted by the U.S. Congress 
then the sound relations of friendship between the two nations will be damaged beyond 
imagination. Karaduman sent to Thomas O'Neill, the speaker of the U.S. House of 
Representatives, a letter together with the resolution prepared by the deputy leaders 
of the three political party groups in the TGNA, as well as two independent deputies, 
which was submitted to the TGNA yesterday. A copy of the letter was sent to the U.S. 
Embassy in Ankara via the Foreign Ministry. In his letter, Karaduman requested that 
the attention of the members of Congress be drawn to the fact that the bill on 
unfounded Armenian allegations should be rejected. 


HURRIYET REPORTS ARMENIAN ACTIVITIES IN GREECE 
NCO50721 Istanbul HURRIYET in Turkish 1 Dec 85 pp L, 11 
[Report by Ziya Akcapar] 


[Excerpts] Athens -- While a so-called "scientific" meeting was being held last 
Wednesday in the conference hall of the Royal Olympic Hotel in Athens, on the occasion 
of the 65th anniversary of the Sevres Treaty, representatives of the "Armenian 
National Committees" from 21 countries met on the first floor of the same hotel and 
decided to “form a government of the Armenian republic in exile." They have set up 
two committees to make the necessary preparations. 


One of the committees will draft a constitution for the "Armenian republic in exile." 
The second committee will study the question of the location of a capital for the 
government in exile. It will prepare an advance report on whether such a capital can 
be established in one of the following countries: Iran, Syria, Lebanon, the Greek 
Cypriot sector of Cyprus, Argentina, or Canada. 


Representatives of the Armenian National Committees from 21 countries held a secret 
session in which they called on the 6 separate armed criminal networks not to embark 
on any kind of militant action against Turkey until the end of February. It was also 
decided at the meeting to establish an "Armenian National Liberation Party" which will 
embrace all of the Armenian political parties and disregard all political and ideologi- 


cal differences. 


Since the assassination Of Galip Ozmen, administrative attache at the Turkish Embassy, 
and his daughter, and the injury inflicted on his wife, in 1980, the Greek Government, 
its police, and its secret services have not ceased to take precautions to prevent 

the recurrence of such acts in Greece by Armenian criminal networks. 


However, the Greek Government extends "every possible political support" to those 
Armenian organizations which are characterized as "peace-loving." The Armenian 
groups organize their meetings carefully and secretly in order not to damage these 


relations. 


JOINT ECONOMIC TALKS WITH ITALY BEGIN IN ANKARA 





TAO41153 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 1100 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Text] The third round of talks of the joint Turkish-Italian economic committee 
began in Ankara today. 
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The Turkish delegation at the talks is headed by Treasury and Foreign Trade Under 
Secretary Ekrem Pakdemirli, and the Italian delegation by Italian Under Secretary for 
Foreign Affairs Mario Fioret. Possibilities for developing Turkish-Italian relations 
in the fields of transportation, industry, energy, mining, agriculture, and tourism ire 
being sought during the talks. The joint economic committee will conclude its mectines 
on 6 December. A protocol will be signed at the end of the talks. 


Meanwhile Fioret met with the president of the Union of Chambers, Ersin Faralvali. 
During the meeting, Faralyali said that Turkey is in favor of developing bilateral trade 
relations and would like to see an increase in Italian investment in Turkey. He 
stressed that undertaking joint investments in third countries, in addition to 
developing bilateral relations, would benefit both countries. In his statement, Fioret 
expressed his government's desire to develop relations with Turkey in every field, 
noting, however, that certain economic problems must be solved first. 


UN REPRESENTATIVE SUPPORTS RIGHTS OF PALESTINIAN 





TAO50621 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 0530 GMT 5 Dec 85 


[Text] Ambassador Ilter Turkmen, Turkey's permanent UN representative, has said that a 
lasting peace will not be achieved in the Middle East until the existence and rights of 
the Palestinian people are recognized. In a statement at the UN General Assembly, 
Turkmen said peace will not prevail in the area until Israel ends its military presence 
in southern Lebanon and gives up its policy of solving its problems through the use of 
force, 


The Turkish Radio and Television correspondent reports from New York that Turkmen 
recalled that a comprehensive peace is necessary in the Middle East, adding that Turkey 
supports the peace proposals made by Jordan and the PLO in February. He pointed out 
that participants in the peace talks, including the Palestinians, must have equa! 
rights. Turkmen concluded by saying that due to historic and geographical reasons, 
Turkey is directly involved in the peace process in the Middle East. 


NDP, CWP DISAGREE IN TALKS ON POSSIBLE MERGER 





TA290641 Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2100 GMT 29 Nov 85 


[Text] A joint statement issued by the National Democracy Party [NDP] and the Correct 
Way Party [CWP] has announced that the two parties could not reach an agreement at the 
end of the joint committed talks on the merger between the NDP and CWP. The statement 
noted that during today's session of the joint committee, both parties expressed the 
desire to (?develop) under thetr own roofs. 


BRIEFS 


CONSERVATIVE PARTY NAME CHANCE -- The first large cungress of the Conservative Party 
was held in Ankara on 30 November. A motion to change the party's name to the 
Nationalist Labor Party was adopted. Ali Koc, who was the only candidate in party 
leadership elections, was reelected. [Summary] [Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 
1700 GMT 30 Nov 85 TA] 


TOURISM MINISTER RETURNS FROM UK — Culture and Tourism Minister Mukerrem Tascioglu, 
who attended the opening of the world tourism fair in London, has returned to Turkey. 
On his return, he said that he held contacts with tourism officials and reached an 
agreement with British officials on the supply of opera and ballet teachers to Turkey. 
[Summary] [Ankara Domestic Service in Turkish 2100 GMT 1 Dec 85 TA] 
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AUSTRIA 


SINOWATZ REAFFIRMS SUPPORT FOR PALESTINIANS 





GF281150 Doha GNA in Arabic 1020 GMT 28 Nov 85 


[Text] Kuwait, 28 Nov (GNA) -- In a statement published in Kuwait today, Austrian 
Chancellor Fred Sinowatz affirmed his country's support for the Palestinian cause. He 
stated that his government still believes that it is impossible to resolve the Middle 
East crisis without Palestinian participation in the negotiations. He added that 
Austria considers Jerusalem occupied territory, like the other occupied territories, 
and for this reason Austria has not moved its embassy from Tel Aviv to Jerusalem. He 
added that Israel's international borders -- as Austria recognizes them -- are those 
which existed before the 1967 war. 


In his statement, published by the Kuwaiti newspaper AL-QABAS, Sinowatz defended the 
transit facilities his country grants to [Soviet] Jews immigrating to occupied 
Palestine. He said: We will continue to grant these facilities and not impose 
pressure on those immigrants, large numbers of whom have settled in Austria. 


He indicated that Austria is willing to sell arms to the Arab countries. However, he 
added that he makes an exception in the case of Lraq and also Iran, because they are 
currently engaged in a war. He stated that Morocco is also ruled out because of the 
Western Sahara issue. 


MALTA 
GOVERNMENT REJECTS EGYPT'S EXTRADITION REQUEST 
NCO41449 Paris AFP in English 1442 GMT 4 Dec 85 


[Excerpts] Valletta, Dec 4 (AFP) -- Malta has rejected an Egyptian request for the 
extradition of the surviving member of a gang which hijacked an Egyptair jetliner on 
November 23, a Maltese Government spokesman told AGENCE FRANCE-PRESSE today. The 
spokesman, Paul Mifsud, said that all five hijackers were Palestinians and he dis- 
missed Egypt's claim that Libya was behind the incident. 


"Umar al-Marzugi, aged 20, a Tunisian passport holder, was the only member of the gang 
to survive and he has now been transferred from the intensive care unit of a hospital 
here. A total of 60 people died during the hijacking and subsequent storming of the 
aircraft by Egyptian commandos the following day, Sunday November 24. 


Mr Mifsud said that "in the absence of an extradition treaty between the two countries 
and with the crime having been committed on Maltese territory, I do not see why the 
Maltese Government should accept the Egyptian Government's extradition request." He 
added that the hijacker was not Egyptian and said “justice should take its course." 


Malta had “no proof that Libya was implicated in this hijacking," the spokesman said, 
adding that neither Egypt nor any other country had furnished evidence incriminating 
Tripoli. Malta had been in contact with the Libyan Foreign Ministry during the 
hijacking and had been told that the aircraft would not be given permission to land 


in Libya, he said. 


The Maltese spokesman said that all of the surviving passengers had now left Malta, 
although the bodies of the four hijackers — two of whom had Moroccan passports — 


were still there. 
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